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Page  740,  line  15.    For  61,  read  617. 

VokM. 
Page  446,  line  2.    For  A.  J.  Yinje,  Judge,  read  E  B.  Bx7NDY»  Cirouit  Judge;. 

Vol.  W. 

Page  yii,  line  1.    For  10,  read  lOa 

Page  169,  line  —1,  and  p.  170,  line  1.    For  garnishment  process,  read  vol- 
untary assignment 
Page  378.    At  end  of  third  headnote  (line  —1),  add  the  word  "error." 


TABLE 


OF 


CASES  REPORTED 


Abrc^am  v.  Karger 587 

Sale  of  chattels:  When  title  passes:  Replevin  against  vendor. 

Ander9ony  The  Sta/te  ex  rcL  Runge  v 6S3 

Appleton  Pofpeir  cfe  Pvlp  Go,  v.  Kimberly  A  Gla/rk  Co .  •  195 

Mills  and  mill-dams:  Conveyance  of  portion  of  water  power: 
Canstruction:  <' Capacity  of  bulkhead  now  there.** 

Ashlornd,  City  of,  Gutta  PercKa  ds  Picbler  Mfg.  Co.  v .  232 

AshZandy  City  of  Telford  v £38 

Ashland  Lodge  No.  63, 1.  0.  0.  F.  v.  WiUiame £23 

Baines  v.  City  ofJaneeviUe 369 

Municipal  corporations:  Discontinuance  of  streets:  Variance  be- 
tween general  laws  and  charter  provisions:  Amendment  and 
repeal  of  statutes. 

JSaumann,  Senk  v i8 

Bayne,  The  State  v 35 

Becker  v.  Holm 281 

New  tidal:  Perverse  verdict:  Terms:  Beview  on  appeal:  Opinion 
of  trial  court 

Benjamin,  Oeorge  v.  • 622 

Bisewski  v.  Booth 383 

Assault  and  battery:  Evidence:  Court  and  jury:  Credibility  of 
witnesses:  Instructions  to  jury. 


vi  CASES  KEPORTED.  [100 

Blatz  Brewing  Co,,  Raynor  v 4^14^ 

BlewiU  V.  MoRas IBS 

Purchase  of  land  jointly  with  vendor's  agents:  Fraud:  Remedies: 
Money  had  and  received. 

Blocks  Messmer  v SS^ 

Board  of  Education  of  South  Milwaukee  v.  The  State  ex 

rel.  Reed. 465 

Public  schools:  Reinstatement  of  teacher:  Mandamus:  Officers. 

Booth,  BisewgJci  v S83 

Boyle,  The  Stoite  ex  rd.,  Buah  v 6^9 

Brand,  Central  National  BamJc  of  Milwaukee  v 648 

Breitengrosa  v.  Fa/rr US 

Negotiable  instruments:  Accommodation  indorser:  Parol  evi- 
dence. 

Bu/mhcmi  v.  City  of  MUwoAikee 65 

Municipal  corporations:  Contracts:  Extras:  Defective  plans: 
Matters  to  be  determined  by  board  of  public  works:  Its  decis- 
ion, when  final:  Negligence:  Presentation  of  claims:  Custom: 
Evidence:  Settlement:  Estoppel:  Agency. 

Bumhaan  v.  Norton •      8 

Circuit  courts:  Concurrent  jurisdiction  with  county  courts: 
Equity:  Estates  of  decedents:  Appeal:  Evidence:  Weight. 

Bush  V.  The  State  ex  rel,  Boyle 64B 

Municipal  corporations:  Elections:  Statute  construed. 

Case  V,  Hoffman ...•••  S14 

(1-4)  Appeal:  Disqualification  of  judge  who  previously  deter- 
mined the  same  matter:  Void  judgment:  Waiver:  Reargument, 
when  ordered.  (5)  i2e8  adj^udioata:  Decision  on  demurrer. 
(6-11)  Watercourses:  Evidence:  Substitution  of  canal:  Right 
to  water  therefrom:  Parol  contract:  Statute  of  frauds:  Notice: 
Diversion  of  water:  Injunction:  Duty  to  maintain  canal: 
Covenants. 

Central  National  Bamk  of  Mihoaukee  v,  Bra/nd 648 

Appealable  order:  Opening  default:  Undertaking  to  i)ay  judg- 
ments 


Wis.]  cases  EEPORTED.  vu 


■■■ 


Chi<iago^  MUwwukee  A  St.  Paul  R.  Co.,  DeugloB  v 40S 

Chicago  <b  Northwestern  IL  Go.y  OreemMJm  v 188 

Chioago  dh  Northtoest&m  H.  Oo.j  The  State  ex  reLy  v.  0., 

A,&  B.W.R.Go B38 

Clancy^  The  Stoite  ex  rel,^  v.  McGovem 666 

Conatty  v.  MUwa/ukee  Electric  Rankoay  <&  Light  Co. .  •  467 
.  A|)peal:  Bill  of  ezceptiona 

Conde^  Stark  v 63S 

Copeland  v.  Golderndth 436 

Landlord  and  tenant:  Constroction  of  lease:  Beduotion  in  rent: 
Covenants:  Abrogation. 

Cotzhatieen v.  H.  W,  Johns  Mfg.  Go.,.. ^7 J 

Contracts:  Parties:  Deceit:  Corporations:   Consolidation:  As- 
sumption of  obligations. 

GroeSj  Union  National  Bank  of  Ghdeago  v 174 

Crowns  v.  Forest  Land  Go •  • .  664 

Appeal:  Judgment:  Modification  after  affirmance. 

G.  S.  Ora/oes  Land  Co.^  Wright  v i69 

Gushway^  Seymovr  v 680 

DahZke  v.  lUinois  Steel  Go 4^1 

Master  and  servant:  Negligence:  Failure  to  instruct  as  to  dan- 
gers: Assumption  of  risks:  Fellow-servanta 

Davis,  Goesd'o 678 

DaviSy  National  Bank  of  Oehkosh  v £4^ 

Dickinson,  Smith  v 674 

Dodge  v.  The  State £94 

Rape:  Age  of  consent;  Evidence. 

Doherty,  Northern  Paoijk  R.Go.v...» 39 

Douglas  v.  Chicago,  MUwwukee  A  St.  Prnil  R.  Go 4^6 

BiHlioads:   Gates  at  highway  oro«»ng:   Assumption  of  risk: 
Custom. 

Dtnfle  V.  Welch «^ 

Voluntary  conveyance  by  aged  person:  Fteud:  Undue  influence: 
Biurden  of  prool 


viii  OASES  KEPORTED.  [100 

Drcme^  MiUer  v • •••  ,    1 

Durr  V.  WUdish • J^^ll 

Voluntary  assignment:  Chattel  mortgage:  Right  of  poeseasion. 

Eggteston,  In  re  Petition  of .•••.. BBS 

EstaU  of  KoTm^  Ledffter  v 662 

^tate  of  Zefebvre 192 

Wills:  Revooation  of  devise  by  subsequent  contract  to  sell:  In- 
tention. 


f 


Earrj  Breitengrosa  v • SIB 

Fertig  V.  The  State SOI 

Criminal  law  and  practice:  Murder:  Evidence:  Conversations: 
Arguments  of  cotmsel:  Instructions  to  jury:  Immaterial  er- 
rors: ^  XJun&o&Basxj  killing  "  in  resisting  unlawful  actt 

Fvnck^  First  National  Bamk  v iJi6 

First  NaUondl  Bamk  of  MH/wauJcee  v.  Finch J^B 

(1)  Findings:  Immaterial  error.  (!MQ  Joint  debtors:  Assump- 
tion of  debt  by  one:  Individual  note  as  collateral  security: 
Remedies:  Application  of  proceeds  of  execution  levy  and  of 
collaterals. 

Forest  Land  Oo.^  Orowns  v BS4. 

George  v.  Benjamin 6S£ 

Parties:  Action  by  one  on  behalf  of  many:  Partnership:  Agree- 
ment to  contribute  to  land  [syndicate:  Remedies:  Pleading: 
Deflniteness. 

Gerthy  Malone ti... •••••. 166 

Goeselv.  Dams .••••••  678 

Practice;  Questions  for  special  verdict:  Instructions  to  jury:  Evi- 
dence: Husband  and  wife:  Agency. 

Goldsmith^  Copdamd  v 436 

Graves  Zand  Co.j  Wrightv £69 

Greenman  v.  GMcago  A  Northwestern  R.  Co 188 

Railroads:  Negligence:  Personal  injuries:  Pleading. 


\ 


Vis.]  cases  REPORTED.  ix 

Grimm  V.  Totvn  of  Washburn.. ». £S9 

(1)  Afjpeal:  Failure  to  specify  gprounds  of  objectioiL  (2)  Plead- 
ing: Negative  pregnant  (3,  4)  Highways:  Injury  from  defect- 
ive bridge:  Contributory  negligence:  Towns:  Notice  of  defect; 

GtUta  Percha  df  RuHber  Mfg.  Co.  v.  OUy  of  Ashland, .  SSS 

Municipal  corporations:  Ashland  city  charter:  Enforcing  pay- 
ment of  daims  after  allowance:  Mandamus^ 

Handm,  New  York  Life  Ins.  Ch.v .••••••. 17 

ffenk  V.  Bcmmann £8 

Appeal:  Jurisdiction:  Dismissal:  "Amoimt  involved." 

Sermon  v.  Oity  of  Oconto. .  • .  • •  •  •  S91 

Municipal  corporations:  Adoption  of  general  charter  provisions: 
Notice:  Mandatory  statute:  Contracts:  Option  to  pay  in  dtj 
orders,  eta:  Party  in  interest:  Fraud:  Pleading; 

Hoffma/yij  Casev ••  SIJ^ 

Hohn^  Becker  v •  281 

Hoyer  v.  Imdmgton J^l 

A^eaicy:  Authority:  False  representations:  Pleading; 

S,  W.  Johns  Mfg.  Co.^  Cotzhausen  v.... IflS 

ntmms  Steel  Oo.^  Dahlkev J^Sl 

JdnesviUe,  Oity  of,  JSaines  v..... •  •  •  S69 

JimesviUey  Oity  of  SeUeck  v 167 

Johns  Mfg.  Go.^  Cotzhcmsen  v Ji7S 

Ka/rger^  Abrahwmv S87 

EHmberhf  (6  Cla/rTc  Co.^  Ajppleton  Pwper  <&  Pvlp  Co.  v.  196 

Knight^  Sa/nbom  v 216 

KoJmy  Estate  of  Lederer  V 662 

LcieVj  0.  L.  Pa^ha^d Mcuihvnery  Co.v •••••  &^ 

Lairdj  Norton  Co.^  Scmntry  v llfi 

Lake  Superior  Temwnal  &  Tnmsfer  P.  Co.^  Wdty  v. .  •  128 


X                            CASES  EEPOETED.  [100 

Lomdy  Log  <&  lAimber  Co.  v,  Molntyre 1H5 

OoantieB:  Becovery  of  moneys  illegally  drawn  by  supervifiors 
from  treasury:  Action  by  taxpayer:  Construction  of  statutes: 
'<  Void  "  oontraots:  Batention  of  benefits:  Parties. 

Lcmd^  Log  (b  Lumber  Co.  "o,  MoIrUyre 258 

Ck>unties:  liability  of  supervisor  for  auditing  illegal  claims: 
Qte€»i-judicial  acts. 

Lcmgworthyy  In  re  Petition  of... 656 

Leahy  i;.  National  BwUdvng  <&  Loan  Asso . . .  • 556 

Building  and  loan  associations:  Mutual  profit  sharing:  Insolv- 
ency: Validity  of  stock:  Ultra  vires:  Estoppel:  Abrogation  of 
contracts:  Who  are  members:  Distribution  of  assets:  Liability 
for  losses:  Preferencea 

Lederer  ^.  EubsU  qf  Kohn •  •••• 662 

Appeal:  Bill  of  exoeptiona 

Lefebvre,  Estate  of 196 

Loeffler  v.  Modem  Woodmen  of  America 79 

Mutual  benefit  societies:  By-laws:  Amendment  forfeiting  mem- 
bership: Prohibited  business:  <* Wholesaler  of  liquors:** 
Waiver:  Appeal:  Equity. 

Logemaain  v.  Pa/uly 671 

Damages:  Delay  in  performing  contract:  'Modifieation  of  ref- 
eree's finding:  Evidence. 

London  Q^vko/r.  cfe  Aeo.  Co.^  Underwood  Veneer  Co.v...  378 
Ludingtonj  Sbyer  v 441 

Magdeburg^  Winkler  v 4£1 

Malone  v.  O^rih 166 

(1)  InstructioBS  to  jury  as  to  comments  of  counsel  (3)  Attor- 
n^ns:  Liability  for  mistakes. 

Mcmitowoo  Terminal  Co.,  Stolze  v 208 

MoAfm^  Wisconsin  Marine  (6  Fi/re  Ins.  Co.  Bank  v 596 

Martin  v.  Remdngton 540 

Debtor  and  creditor:  Conveyance  by  husband  to  wife:  Consid- 
eration: Besulting  trust:  Agency. 


Wis.]  oases  EEPORTED,  xi 

MeGoverUj  The  State  eon  rd.  Clancy  t; 666 

Mclntyre^  Zand,  Log  dk  Lumber  Oo.v « •  •  •  £4£y  S68 

McRaCy  BlewiMv ....•..». IBS 

Messmer  v.  Block 66Ji^ 

(1)  Appeal:  Notice^    (2)  Contracts:  Fleadingi 

Miller  v.  Drone •••       1 

Equity:  Coiistruction  of  wills:  Remedy  at  law. 

MHwanjikee^  City  of^  Bv/mham  v • •  •  •  •  •  66 

MH/iJocmkee^  City  ofj  Bice  v. ..» 616 

Jfikoa^kee  Electric  RadZway  dk  lAghb  Co.y  Conatty  v.  •  •  J^S? 

Modem  Woochnen  of  America^  Loeffler  v 79 

Morgan  v.  South  Milwaukee  Lake  View  Co 466 

Volantary  assignment:  BemoTal  of  assignee:  Equity:  Beoeiyeis. 

National  Bank  of  OsKkoah  v.  Davis 240 

limitation  of  actions:  Nonresidents. 

National  Building  <&  Loan  Aeeo.,  Leahy  v • 666 

Natural  Premiv/m  Mut.  L.  Ine,  Co.,  PoMeraon  «>...•..•  118 
New  York  Life  Ine,  Co.  v.  SarMn 17 

SnretyBhip:  Bond  of  agent:  Modification  of  contract:  Action  by 
insurance  company  on  bond  given  by  subagent  to  general  agenti 

Northern  Pacific  B.  Co.  v.  Doherty •• S9 

Railroads:  Land  grants:  Selection  of  terminus:  Consolidation  of 
companies:  Maps  of  proposed  route:  Unauthorized  filing. 

Northweetem  Mut.  B.  Aseo.^  Bene  v £66 

Norton^  Bvmham  v ••  .•       8 

Obemdarfer  v.  Pdbet 605 

K^ligenoe  causing  death:  Operation  of  passenger  eleyator:  Evi- 
dence. 

(y Boyle  V.  The  State £96 

Grinunal  law  and  practice:  Rape:  Resistance;  Evidence:  Co]> 
loboration  of  prosecutrix,  when  necessary. 

Oconto^  City  of  Herman  V 391 

B 


xii                          CASES  EEPORTED.  [100 

O.  L.  Packard  M(iGhmery  Cb.  v.  Zaev 6J^ 

(1)  Pleading:  Designation  of  party  by  two  names.  (3,  8)  Gar- 
nishmentt  Proof  of  judgment  in  main  action:  Ck>rpOTate  stock. 

Oshhosh,  A.  ds  B.  W.  R.  Co.,  The  State  eon  rd.  C.  <&  N. 
W.R.Go.v SS8 

Pabst^  Obemdorfer  v SOS 

Packo/rd  Machinery  Go.  v.  Zaev 644^ 

Patterson  v.  Natural  Prerrmmh  Mut,  L.  Ins.  Co 118 

life  insurance:  Constmction  of  policy:  Interest  of  beneficiary: 
Suicide,  wlien  a  defense:  *'  Violation  of  law:  *'  FaJse  statements 
as  to  health:  Incontestable  clausa 

Pavly^  Logemannv 671 

Peninstdar  Lead  &  Color  WorJcs  v.  Union  0.  &  P.  Co,  ^88 

Constitutional  law:  Impairing  obligation  of  contracts:  Change 
in  remedy:  Attachment 

Raaech  t?.  Paa%ch. IfiO 

Equity:  Lien  on  land:  Unconscionable  conduct:  Denial  of  re- 
Hei: 

RaynoT  v.  Valentin  Blatz  Brewing  Co ^1^. 

Landlord  and  tenant:  Eviction:  Damages:  Evidence :  Loss  of 
anticipate<^  profits:  Illegal  business:  Pleading:  Appeal;  Es- 
ceptions. 

Reed^  The  Stale  ex.  rd.^  The  Board  of  JSduoation  of  South 

Milwaukee  v iSS 

Remington^  Ma/rtin  v S^O 

Rene  v.  Northjoestem  Mutual  Rdief  Asao S66 

Life  insurance:  Suicide:  Court  and  jury:  Evidence:  Declara- 
tions showing  intention. 

Rice  V.  City  of  Mikoaukee 616 

Municipal  corporations:  Constitutional  limit  of  indebtedness: 
Offsets:  Diversion  of  specific  fund. 

Rilter  v.  Ritter i68 

(1)  Review  on  appeal  (9,8)  Costs:  Equity:  Accounting:  Waiver. 


Wis.]  cases  EEPOKTED.  six 

£u$hle,  WoHmaai  v SI 

Hufiffe^  The  StaU  e»  rd.j  ^.  Anderson^ SSS 

Sa/nbam  v.  Knight 216 

Public  lands:  Pre-emption:  Cancellation  bj  autifleqiieat  acta 

Sanmtry  ^,  LoA/rd^  Norton  Co llfi 

WateroouraeB:  Dams:  Tdls  on  logs:  Gonrtraotion  efl  statote. 

Schoa^WiUof 660 

Sdyranchj  Second  Wa/rd  Samaga  Bwnk  tJ. 1^0 

Second  Ward  Scmngs  Bwnk  v.  Schrwnck ^80 

Voluntary  assignment:  Execution:  Liability  of  assignee  for  prop- 
erty sold  under  order  of  court:  Compensation. 

SMeck  V,  City  oftfo/neeviUe 157 

Circnit  courts:  Place  of  holding:  Taking  testimony  of  party  at 
her  home:  Immaterial  errors:  Hypothetical  questions:  Dam- 
ages for  personal  injuries:  Mistakes  of  physician. 

Seymow  v.  Oue/yuxxy 680 

Statute  of  frauds:  Partnership  to  purchase  standing  timber: 
Breach:  Fraud:  Equity:  Trosts:  Sufficiency  of  writing:  Rem- 
edy at  law. 

Shores  Lumber  Co.  v,  Sta/rhe J^8 

(1)  Review  on  appeal  (2,  8)  Contracts:  Pleading:  Alternative 
claims  as  to  damages:  Election:  Failure  to  furnish  vessel: 
Measure  of  damages. 

Smith  V.  Dickinson 57^ 

Equity:  Contribution  between  guarantors:  Counterclaim:  Insc^v 
ency  of  corporation:  Unpaid  stock  subscription:  Parties. 

South  Mihocmkeey  Boa/td  of  Education  ofy  v.  The  State  ex 

rel.  Reed 1^66 

South  Milwaukee  Lake  View  Co.j  Morga/n  v 4^5 

Stanncurd  v.  Youmcms 276 

Volu&tMy  assignment:  Defective  bond  of  assignee:  Garnish- 
ment: Possession  of  assigned  propei*ty. 


xiv  OASES  EEPOETED.  [100 


8taa*k  v.  Conde. * 6SS 

Wills:  Testamentaiy  trusts:  Determixiation  of  legatee's  fitness 
to  take  bequest:  Condition  precedent:  Impossibility  of  per- 
formanoe:  IVdlure  of  bequest 

Sta/rTcCy  Shores  LimiSber  Ch.  v Ji98 

State  V,  Bayne. SB 

Intosdoating  liquors:  lioense  to  sell:  Transfer:  Consent  of  town 
board. 

State,  Dodgev SU 

State,  Fertig  V SOI 

State,  O'Baylev £96 

State,  SuUwcm  v i8S 

State  ex  rd,  Boyle,  Bush  v 5^ 

Stateexrd.  G.  &  N.  W.B.Co.v.O.,A.ib  B.  W.R.Co.  6S8 

Appealable  order:  Bailroads:  Eminent  domain:  OertiararL 
State  ex  rd.  Clancy  v.  MoQovern 666 

(1)  Villages:  Legalizing  defeotire  incorporation.  (0-5)  CertUh 
rari  to  Tillage  board:  Misdirection  of  writ:  Jurisdiction: 
Waiver:  Motion  to  quash. 

State  ex  rd.  Reed,  The  Boa/rd  ofEd/ucaUan  of  South  MUr 

wa/ukee  v ••• •••  4^6 

State  ex  rd,  Bunge  v.  Anderson 62S 

Elections:  Maridamus  to  control  form  of  ballot:  Jurisdiction  on 
appeal  after  election:  Judgment:  Double  printing  of  names: 
Construction  of  statutes:  Constitutional  law. 

Stolzev.  Mcmitowoo  Termmal  Oo ••••••  i08 

(1,  2,  5)  Appeal  by  corporation:  Insolvency  and  receivership: 
Undertaking:  Immaterial  error.  (9-8)  Bailroads:  €k>ndemna- 
tion  of  land:  Injury  to  land  not  taken:  Evidence:  Opinions  as 
to  value:  Net  profits:  Sales  of  other  lands:  Instructions  to  jury. 

SuHdnxm  V.  The  State i8S 

Criminal  law  and  practice:  Murder:  "  Intent  to  kill: "  **  Premed- 
itated design: "  Instructions  to  juxy:  Evidenca 


\ 


Via.]  CASES  EEPOETED.  xv 


^ 


T^ardv.  Oily  of  Ashland iS8 

Ifunioipal  ooiporations:  Ashland  oity  charter:  Appeal  from  dia- 
allowanoe  of  claim:  Jurisdiction:  Waiver. 

Trustees  of  AahUmd  Lodge  No.  6S,  L  0.  0.  F.  v.  WiOr 
iams ees 

Chattel  mortgages:  Tenants  in  common:  Wrongfol  sale  hj  co- 
tenant:  Remedies. 

Underwood  Veneer  Go.  v.  London  Chua/r.  <&  Aec.  Co. . . .  S78 

Insurance  against  employers'  liability:  Condition  precedent: 
**  Immediate  "  notice. 

Union  National  Bank  of  Ohioago  v.  Oroea 174 

{Ij  4)  Promissory  notes:  Extension  of  time  for  payment:  Plead- 
ing: Definiteness.  (2)  Jurors:  Supplying  deficiency  in  panel: 
Immaterial  error.  (3, 6)  Wrongful  attachment:  Claim  for  dan^ 
ages:  Pleading  and  practice:  Measure  of  damages. 

Union  OH  <&  Paint  Go.,  Peninetdar  L.  <fe  0,  Works  v. .  488 

Valentin  BlMz  Brewing  Oo.^  Baynor  v ^l^ 

Wade,  WiUow  Biver  Cluh  v 86 

Washburn^  Town  of,  Qrvrmn  v iBS9 

Welch,  Boyle  v IB4, 

Wdty  V.  Lake  Superior  Terminal  <&  Transfer  B.  Oo  . ..  128 

(1-8)  Master  and  servant:  Personal  injuries:  Defective  appliances; 
Credibility  of  witnesses:  Court  and  jury:  Suppression  of  evi- 
dence: Presumption  of  negligence:  Instructions  to  jury:  Fel- 
low-servanta    (9)  Jurors:  Amendment  of  statutes. 

Wliite,  In  re  Petition  of BB6 

WUdish,  Burr  v 4.II 

WiUof  SclioU 660 

Wills:  Construction:  Who  are  included  in  term  "children:  ^  De- 
scendants: Illegitimatea 

Williams,  Trustees  of  Ashland  Lodge  v. . . .  • fUS 

Willow  Bvoer  OVuhv.  Wade 86 

Navigable  rivers:  Right  of  fishing. 


xvi  CASES  EEPOETED.  [100 

WynM&r  v.  Magdebv/rg J^l 

(1)  Fledge:  Redemption:  ^Reooone  to  oollaterala*'  (0)  Mevt- 
gages:  Foreclosure:  Reoeiveo. 

WUcoMm  Ma/rims  &  Fire  Ins.  Go.  Bank  v.  Momn 696 

New  trial  after  reveraal  of  judgment:  Amendxuent  of  pleading: 
Bes  adifudioata:  Mistakes  of  counsel:  Reformation  of  contract: 
Judgments 

Wbllman  v.  HueMe SI 

Boundaries:  Fences:  Acquiescence:  Presumptions:  Adverse  pos- 
session: Tenants  in  common. 

Wright  v.  O.  S.  Chaves  Lcmd  Go i69 

(1)  Evidence:  Striking  out:  Immaterial  error.  (2-^)  Contract  of 
employment:  Construction:  Court  and  jury:  Termination  for 
breach:  T^aiver. 

Yovma/M^  Stam/n,ardv 1i75 


TABLE 


OF 


CASES  CITED  BY  THE  COURT. 


A.  G.  Conn  Ca  ▼.  Little  Su- 

amioo  L.  M.  Ca  74  W.  652  -  101 
Acton  T.  Blundell,  12  Mees.  A 

W.324 827 

Adams  v.  Pease,  2  Conn.  481  -    104 

Y.  Winne.  7  Paige,  »7  -    103 

A.  Hall  T.  a  Ca  V.  Doyle,  183 

N.  Y.  003  -  -  -  -  80 
Aideraon  ▼.  Sohulze^  04  W.  460  227 
Alger  ▼.  Weston,  14  Johna  231  88 
Alien  T.  Patterson,  7  N.  Y.  476  666 
Amaclcer  t.  N.  P.  R  Ca   15 

n.  &  Ai^  270,  58  Fed.  Repu 

850 221 

Amicable  Soa  v.  Bolland,  4 

BUgh  (N.  a),  104  -  -  .  122 
Anderson  t.  Sloane,  72  W.  566  186 
Anoka  L.  Ca  y.  Fidelity  &  G. 

Ca  63  Minn.  286  -  -  -  382 
Ansorge  v.  Earth,  88  W.  558  -  548 
Anstedt  t.  Bentley,  61  W.  620  502 
Arnet  ▼.  Milwaukee  M.  M.  Ina 

Ca  22  W.  516  -  -  -  466 
Arnold  T.  Elmore,  16  W.  500  -  05 
AroQ  V.  Wansau,  08  W.  502  -  445 
Atlantic  &  P.  R.  Ca,  In  re,  4 

Land  Dea  Dep.  Int  458  -  40 
Atwood  ▼.  Dumas,  140  Masa 

167 566 


Badger  t.  Glens  Falls  In&  Ca 

40  W.  380      -       -       -       -    274 
V.   JanesTille   Cotton 

Mills,  05  W.  500  -  -  - 
Bailey  v.  Brings,  56  N.  T.  418 
Baltimore  &  O.  B.  Ca  ▼.  Col- 

vin,  118  Pa.  St  230       - 
Bardwell  v.  Jamaica,  15  Vt* 

438        -       -       -       i       - 

Barkley  ▼.  Wiloox,  86  N.  Y* 
140        -       .       -       •       - 


145 
6 

400 

164 

m 


Barney  ▼.  Keokuk,  04  T7.&  824  06, 

07,  00, 100, 112, 114 
Bamitz  ▼.  Beyerly,  163  U.  a 

118 405 

Barry  v.  Schmidt,  57  W.  172  -  452 
Bartlett  ▼.  Pickersgill,  1  Eden, 

515 547 

Bassett  v.  Hughes,  43  W.  310  23 
V.  Salisbury  Mfg.  Ca  43 

N.H.660       -       -       -       -  827 

Bast  ▼.  Byrne,  51  W.  581  -  274 
Batchelder  y.  Batchelder,  20 

W.  452 18 

Bates  T.  Sabin,  64  Yt  511  -  162 
Batterbury  ▼.  Yyse,  2  Hurl.  Sc 

C.42 68 

Bay  City  R  Ca  y.  Van  Etten, 

86  Mich.  210-       -       -       -  266 

Beardsleyv.  Knight,  10  Yt  185  610 

Begole  y.  Hazzard,  81  W.  274  546, 

647 
Bennett  y.  Earl  of  Tankendlle, 

10  Yes.  170    -       -       -       -  108 

Bergin,  Petition  of,  31  W.  883  126 

Beveridge  y.  Welch,  7  W.  465  186 

Beyer  y.  Crandon,  08  W.  306  -  250 

Bigley  y.  Jones,  114  Pa  St  510  547 

Bilgrien  y.  Dowe,  01  W.  808  -  621 

Bird  y.  McmtIsoxi,  12  W.  138  -  500 
Blackstone  Bank  y.  Hill,  10 

Pick.  133  ....  453 
Blanohard  y.  Doering,  21  W. 

477 200 

Blewett  y.  MoBae,  88  W.  280  154, 

156 
Bloodgood  y.  Ayers,  108  N.  Y. 

400 827 

Blumentbal's  Petition,  125  Fft. 

St  412 88 

Board  of  Comm'n  of  Dear- 
born Gay.  Kyl^,  187  Ind.  421  81 


XVIU 


OASES  CITED. 


[100 


Board  of  Comm'ta  of  White 

CaT.Gwm,186Ind.062  161,166 
Board  of  Police  ▼.  Grant,  9  Sm. 

&M.77 287 

Board  of  Sup'rs  of  Jefferson 

Ca  T.  Arrghi  61  Miss.  668  -  287 

Bohlmann  v.  State,  98  W.  617  800 
Boston  y.  Simmons,  160  Mass. 

461 261 

Bowker  v.  Bowker,  148  Mass. 

198 657 

Boyoe  v.  Bojoe,  16  Sim.  476   -  642 

Boyer  V.  Libey,  88  Ind.  285  -  547 
Boynton  t.  Somersworth,  58 

N.H.821  -  -  -  -  164 
Bracket  y.  McNair,  14  John& 

170 508 

Bradley  y.  Denton,  8  W.  657  -  508 

y. Michael  llnd.  561  -  891 

Brandeis  y.  Neustadtl,  18  W. 

142  ....  691,592 
Braun  y.  Wia  Rendering  Go. 

92  W.  245      -        -        -        -  830 

Braunsdorf  y.  Fellner.  76  W.  1  187 
Bridenbecker  y.   Lowell,   82 

BarbiO 468 

Brightman  y.  Emer,  22  W.  64  877 

Bronson  y.  Kinrie,  1  How.  811  498, 

496 

Brook  y.  Chappell,  84  W.  406  -  7 

Brown  y.  Foster,  118  Mass.  186  78 

Bryant  y.  Bank,  95  W.  481  -  446 
Buokstaff  y.  Russell,  161  U.  S. 

626 81 

Bue  y.  Ketchum,  61  W.  824    -  666 

Buist  y.  Bryan,  44  a  C.  121     -  568 

Bull  y.  Chnstenson,  61  W.  576  647 

Bullard  y.  Kuhl,  64  W.  544     -  240 

Burkhardt  y.  Elgee,  98  W.  29  80 
Bumham  y.  Bum  ham,  79  W. 

566 643 

Burns  y.  Clark,  87  Barh  496  641, 

642 
y.  North  Chicago  R  M. 

Ca60W.  541       -       -       -  680 

Butler  y.  Regents,  82  W.  181  460, 

464 

Cadden  y.  Am.  a  R  Ca  88  W. 

410 148 

Cage  y.  Her,  5  Sm  &  M.  410  -  453 
Caufomia  Nat  Bank  y.  Ginty, 

108  CaL  148  -       -       -       -  458 

Carson  y.  Blazer,  2  Bin.  475  -  108 
Cartwright  y.  Vawdry,  5  Ves. 

580         -       -       -       -     659,661 

Case  y.  Hoffman,  84  W.  488  816, 

828-4,  885,  868,  858-9 


Case  y.  James,  90  W.  820  •  414 
Cathcart  y.  Comstock,  56  W. 

607 88 

Catlin  y.  Wheeler,  49  W.  507  -  6, 12 
Central  L.  &  E.  Ca  y.  Moore^ 

76  W.  170  -  -  -  -  274 
Chamberlain  y.  Linooln,  129 

Mas&70  ....  86 
Chasemore  y.  Richards^  7  H. 

L.Ca&849  -  -  -  -  827 
Chatfield  y.  Wilson,  28  Vt  49  827 
Chesley  y.  King,  74  Me.  164  -  82^7 
Chippewa  V.  &  a  R  Ca  y.  C, 

St  P.,  M.  &  O.  R  Ca  75  W. 

234 899 

City  Bank  y.  Hunter,  152  TJ. 

8.512 81 

Clarke  y.  McAuliffe,  81 W.  106  590 
y.  Watson,  18  G  R  N. 

a  278  -  ...  -  68 
aeary  y.  P.  &  R  R  Ca  140  Pa. 

St  19  -  -  -  -  408,409 
Clifford  y.  State,  58  W.  491  -  289 
Clokus  y.  HoUister  M.  Ca  92 

W.  825 580 

Cogswell  y.  Colley,  22  W.  899  -  604 
Cole  y.  Getsinger,  96  W.  569  -  28 
Coleman  y.  Cbadwick,  80  Pa. 

St  81  -  -  -  -  -  837 
Collamer  y.  Foster,  26  Vt  754  683 
Combes  y.  Keyes,  89  W.  309  -  212 
Commercial  £iank  y.  Cunning- 
ham, 24  Pick.  270  -  -  458 
Comm.  y.  McDonald,  110  Masa 

405 299 

y.  Steyenson,  142  Masa 

466 295 

Conant  y.  Riseborough,  189  HL 

891 •593 

Conn  Ca  y.  Little  Suamioo  Lk 

M  Ca  74  W.  652  .  -  -  101 
Conyerse    y.   McArthur,    17 

BarbL410  ....  857 
Cook  y.  Kent  105  Mass.  246-567 
Cooper  y.  Telfair,  4  DalL  14-94 
Cotterill  y.  Steyens,  10  W.  422  28 
Cowperthwaite  y.  Sheffield,  1 

Sandf.416    -       -       -       .    458 

y. ^,8N.T.  248  -    458 

Cox  y.  North  Wia  L^  Ca  82 

W.  141  -  -  -  -  -  876 
Craig  y.  Brown,  114  CaL  480  -  588 
Cramer  y.  Hanaford,  58  W. 

86 668 

y.  Stone,  88  W.  259      -    889 

Cranter  '  y.  Bayfield  Ca  99 

Wl  1 519 

Cross  y.  Button,  4  W.  468       -   440 


Wis.] 


CASES  CITED. 


XIX 


Cummings  ▼.  Blanohard,  86 
AtLRejpi556        -       -     202,205 

Cnitis  V.  Granite  State  P.  Assa 
<S9  Conn.  6    -       -       -       -    667 

Curtifls  V.  Ayraolt,  47  N.  Y.  78    832 

Danforth's  Lessee  t.  Thomas, 

1  Wheat  155  -  -  -  94 
Daniel  Ball,  The,  10  WalL  557  90 
Daniels  v.  Bailey,  43  W.  569  -  590 
Darrow  t.  Family  F.  Soa  116 

N.  Y.  637  -  -  -  128, 127 
Davis  T.  Angel,  4  De  Gez,  F. 

&  J.  524,  31  Beav.  223  -       -    642 

V.  Dean,  66  W.  100       -     28 

T.  Spaulding,  157  Mass. 

431 827 

Day  ir.  Buckingham,  87  W.  215  629 
Dearborn  Ca  Gomm'rs  v.  Kyle^ 

137  Ind.  421  -  -  -  -  81 
DebbinsT.  O.  QRCa  154  Mass. 

402 410 

Decker  v.  Williams,  78  Fed 

Repc  308  -  -  •  -  81 
Delaplaine  t.  a  &  N.  W.  R. 

CJ0.42W.  214  .  .  -97 
Delhi  T.  Youmans,  45  N.  Y.  862  827 
Den  y.  Jersey  Ga  15  How.  426      94 

115 
Denny  t.  Bennett,  128  TJ.  S. 

489 495 

Dew^  V.  Kuehn,  64  W.  298  -  194 
De  Walt  ▼.  Bartley,  146  P&  8t 

529  -  -  -  -  638,535 
Dickerson  v.  State,  48  W.  288  810, 

818 
Disotell  ▼.  Henry  Lather  Ca 

90W.  635  -  -  -  -  468 
Doan  V.  Metcalf ,  46  Iowa,  120  202 
Doolittle  T.  Broom  Ca  18  N. 

Y.  155 255 

Doud  ▼.  W.,  P.  &  a  R  Ca  65 

W.  108 256 

Dousman  v.  Wis.  &  Lk  S.  M.  & 

&Ca40W.  418  -  -  -  621 
Doyle  T.  Bailey,  75  BL  418      -    598 

V.  Dixon,  97  Masa  208  -    334 

Drammond  v.  Eaa  Claire,  79 

W.  102  -  -  -  -  •  898 
Dunn  V.  Schneider,  20  W.  509  598 
Dunphy  t.  Ryan,  116  U.  a  491  592 
DavaU  T.  M.  C.  R  Ca  105  Mich. 

886 409 

Dyer  ▼.  Dyer,  1  White  AT.  1m 

G£q,*203    -       ...    647 

Ean  ▼.  a,  K.  ft  St  P.  R.  Ca 
101 W.  166  -       -       -       -    656 


Earles  ▼.  Wells,  94  W.  285  519,521 
Earll  ▼.  Stnmpf,  66  W.  60  -  227 
Eaton  V.  Brown,  96  CaL  871   532, 

583 
▼.  Manitowoc  Ca  44  W. 

489  -----  88 
Eberhardt  v.  Sanger,  51  W.  72  680 
Edleman  v.  Kidd,  65  W.  22  -  666 
Edwards  v.  Kearzey,  96  U.  a 

595  ...  -  493,496 
Eldridge  v.  Trezerant,  160  U. 

a  AfM     „         -         «         -         -       QA 

Ellerbe  t.  Faost,  119  Ma  653  -  84 

Ellis  ▼.  N.  P.  R  Ca  80  W.  459  838 

Eulrioh  y.  Richter,  37  W.  226  323 

Evenson  y.  Bates,  58  W.  24    -  663 

Everitt  y.  Eyeritt,  29  N.  Y.  75  641 
Eyersmann    y.    Sohmitt,    53 

Ohio  St  174-       -       .       -  569 

Fall  Riyer  L  W.  Ca  y.  O.  a 

&  F.  R  R  Ca  5  Allen,  221  -  47 
Falls  Mfg.  Ca  y.  Oconto  Riyer 

Imp.  (S.  87  W.  151  -  152-a 
Farron  y.  Sherwood,  17  N.  Y. 

227  -----  666 
Farwell  y.  Warren,  76  W.  527  227 
Fiedler  y.  Howard,  99  W.  888  604 
lintel  y.  Cook,  88  W.  487  -  446 
Fire  Dept  y.  Tuttle,  50  W. 

552 887 

First  Nat  Bank  y.  Case,  63  W. 

504 452 

Fisher  y.  Dudley,  74  Md.  242  -  531 
Fitch  y.  Am.  P.  L.  Ins.  Ca  59 

N.  Y.  657  -  -  -  -  128 
Flaherty  y.  Harrison,  98  W. 

559 145 

Flynn  y.  Eastern  R  Ca  83  W. 

238 408 

y.  State,  97  W.  44      289,  298 

Forbes  y.  Halsey,  26  N.  Y.  58  252 
Ford  y.  Clarke,  88  W.  45  -  414 
y.  Fitchburg  R  Ca  110 

Mass.  241  ....  143 
Foster  y.  Gile,  50  W.  608  -  124 
Frank  y.  State,  94  W.  211  -  289 
Frazier  y.  Brown,  12  Ohio  St 

294 327 

Frederick  y.  Douglas  Ca  96 

W.  411  -  .  -  -  256, 629 
Freiberg  y.  Singer,  90  W.  608  496 
IWery.Wame,29W.511  323,332 
Fullerton  y.  Spring,  3  W.  667  876 
Fulmer  y.  Wightman,  87  W. 

578 28 

Funk  y.  Carroll  Ca  96  Iowa, 

158        ....    161.165 


OASES  CITED. 


[100 


<]tarnett,  In  re,  141  XJ.  &  14   •  00 

Garny  V.  Eatz,  86  W.  821       -  282 

•Qeisse  ▼.  Beall,  8  W.  867  -  467 
Oenesee  Chief  v.  Fitzhugh,  12 

How.  454  -  ...  98 
George  v.  Harris,  4  N.  H.  688  682 
V.  M.  &  O.  R.  Ca  109 

Ala.  245  ....  408 
OibsoQ  ▼.  Safety  H.  &  L.  Assa 

170  DL  44      -       -       -       .  678 

Gifltert  V.  Weet,  87  W.  115      -  380 

Gilbert,  In  re,  94  W.  108  -       -  414 

(Gilbert  v.  Dutniit,  91  W.  661  680 

Gilkey  V.  Cook,  60  W.  188  -  376 
GUI  V.  M.  &  L.  W.  R  Ca  76 

W.  298 639 

Gillett  V.  Johnson,  80  Conn. 

180 850 

Gilman  v.  Milwaukee,  61  W. 

588 898 

Gilinore  v.  Roberts,  79  W.  450  400 

Giskie  V.  State,  71  W.  612  -  289 
Glover  v.  Scotten,  82  Mich. 

369 408 

V.  Tuck,  24  Wend.  158  631 

Goodale  V.  Tuttle,  29  N.  Y.  459  327 
Goodrich  v.  Milwaukee,  24  W. 

422 466 

Ooodwin  v.  Provident  S.  L. 

Ass.  Asso.  97  Iowa,  226  -  -  127 
Gores  v.  Day,  99  W.  276  -     256, 261 

Gould  V.  Eaton,  111  CaL  639  -  827 
Grand  Rapids  E.  L.  &  P.  Ca  ▼. 

F.  &  C.  Ca  111  Mich.  148  -  882 
Granger  v.  B.  &  A.  R.  Ca  146 

Mass.  276  -  -  -  -  409 
Grant  v.  Diebold  a  &  L.  Ca 

77W.  72       -       -       -       -  28 

Green  v.  Biddle,  8  Wheat  1  -  492 
Green  Bay  &  M.  Canal  Ca  ▼. 

Hewitt,  62  W.  316  606,  618,  620 
Greenleaf  v.  Francis,  18  Pick. 

117 827 

Gullickson  v.  Madsen,  87  W.  19  5 

Gunn  v.  Barry,  15  Wall  610  -  493 

Gunther  v.  Ulhioh«  82  W.  222  445 

Ha^r  V.  Falk,  82  W.  645       -  240 

Haiffht  V.  Keokuk,  4  Iowa,  199  108 
Halaeman  v.  Bruckhart,  45  Pa. 

St  514 827 

Hale  Y.  Life  L  &  L  Ca  65 

Minn.  548  -  -  -  -  269 
Hall  T.  a  Ca  V.  Doyle,  188  N. 

Y.608 80 

Hanson  v.  Eichstaedt^  69  W. 

546        .....  158 

■           ▼.  MoCue,  42  Cal.  808  -  827 


Hardin  T.  Jordan,  140  IT.  &  871  96 

Harris  v.  Harris,  10  W.  467  -  606 
Harrison    t.    Stewardson,    2 

Hare,  580      ....  630 

Hart  v.  Stiokney,  41  W.  631  -  295 
Hartman  y.  Keystone  Ins.  Ca 

21  Pa.  St  466  -  -  122^123 
Haseltine  v.  Simpson,  58  W. 

586 899 

Hatch  Y.  Oil  Ca  100  n.  S.  124  -  391 
Haydook  Q  Ca  y.  Pier,  78  W. 

579 487 

Heath  y.  Johnson,  86  W.  Ya. 

782    -   -   -   •   -  404 

Y.  State,  105  Ind.  842   -  38 

Heath  &  M  Mfg.  Ca  y.  Union 

O.  &  P.  Ca  88  Fed.  Rep^ 

776  -  -  -  -  -  494 
Hebron    Gravel    R.    Ca    y. 

Harvey,  90  Ind.  192     -       -  828 

Heiss  V.  Murphey,  43  W.  47    -  7 

Henrizi  v.  Kehr,  90  W.  844     -  663 

Herbst  v.  Lowe,  65  W.  316     -  272 

Hill  Y.  Durand,  58  W.  160       -  570 

Y.  Palmer,  56  W.  123   -  593 

Hine  v.  Trevor,  4  Wall  665-99 

Hinz  Y.  Van  Dusen,  95  W.  503  256 
Hoffman   v.   Harrington,   28 

Mich.  90  ....  252 
Hogan  Y.  State,  86  W.  226   291,292 

Hoge  v.  Hoge,  1  Watts,  218  -  692 
Hohenshell  v.  Home  &  &  L. 

Assa  140  Ma  566         -       -  573 

Home  Y.  Richards,  4  Call,  441  108 
Hooker    v.     Cummings,    20 

JohD&90      -       -       104^107-109 

Hopkins  y.  Joyce,  78  W.  448  -  546 

Horton  v.  Dewey,  53  W.  410  -  646 
Hough  Y.  Railway  Ca  100  U.  a 

213 148 

Houlton  Y.  Nichol,  93  W.  398  400 

Hoxie  Y.  Price,  81  W.  82  -       -  546 

Hoyt  V.  Hudson,  27  W.  656  -  828 
Hudson  Y.  McCartney,  83  W. 

831 67 

Hudson  &  D.  C.  Ca  v.  N.  Y.  & 

£.  R  Ca  9  Paige,  328  -  -  48 
Hughes  Y.  Wi&  O.  F.  M.  L.  in& 

Ca98W.  292  -  -  -  84 
Hunt  Y.  Rousmaniere's 

Adm'i8,lPetl  -       -       -  618 

Hyde  y.  Chapman,  88  W.  801  646^ 

547 
Hyer  y.  Richmond  T.  Ca  168 

U.a484       -       -       -       -  698 

IIL  Cent  R.  Ca  T.  Qlinois,  146 
U.a887       -      -      -      -114 


Wis.] 


CASES  CITED. 


XXI 


JackKm  ▼.  Jackflonport,  56  W. 

810 88 

Jackson  H  Ca  t.  Ohandoe,  83 

w.  4W  -     -     -     -    200,  aos 

James  V.  Darlington,  71 W.  178  875 
JanesriUe  v.  CSarpenter,  77  W. 

288         -----  05 

T.  Markoe,  18  W.  350   -  875 

Jarboe  T.  Hey,  122  Mo.  341  -  641 
Jefferson  Ca  Sup'rs  ▼.  Arrghi, 

51  Misa  668  -  -  -  -  287 
Jewell  T.  a,  St  P.  &  M.  R  Ca 

54W.  610      -       -       -       -680 

Jilson  ▼.  Gilbert,  26  W.  637  -  834 
Johnson  t.  C,  H  A;  St  P.  R 

Ca43W.482-       -       -        .  665 

▼.  Crana^  45  Mich.  14  158 

Jones  V.  Alf  Old,  08  W.  245   278-280 

▼.  Pettibone,  2  W.  808  05, 

100, 110 

Karoher  ▼.  Supreme  Lodge, 

isr?  Mass.  368        -       -       -  86 

Earr  ▼.  Washburn,  56  W.  803  546 
Kaukauna  W.  P.  Ca  t.  G.  R 

&  M.  C.  Co.  142  U.  8.  264  -  96 
KeUer  T.  Oilman,  06  W.  445  -  282 
V.  Travelers'  Ins.  Ca  58 

Ma  App.  557         -       -       -  125 

Kendall  ▼.  Stokes.  8  How.  87  77 
Kennedy  t.  People,  89  N.  Y. 

245 646 

Kentzler   t.  Am.  Mut  Aca 

AasaSSW.  589  -  .  .  882 
Kerr  ▼.  Minn.  M.  R  Aasa  89 

MinB.174      -       -       -     123,127 

Kidder  ▼.  Fay,  60  W.  218       -  226 

Kiel  ▼.  Ohoate,  92  W.  517       -  216 

Kimball  t.  Noyes,  17  W.  695  -  23 

Kirk  V.  Young,  2  Abb.  Pr.  458  630 

Klein,  Jn  f^  95  W.  246   -       -  13 

Klein  V.  Smith  Ca  54  Misa  254  287 
Kline  ▼.  Nat  R  Assa  111  Ind. 

462 128 

Klochia<iki  v.  Shores  Im  Ca  98 

W.  417 680 

Kloel7  T.  DeUes,  45  W.  484  *  ^^ 
Knights'  Tem|^  &  M.  L.  I 

Ca  ▼.  Berry,  4  U.  S.  App. 

353.  50  Fed  Rep^  511    -       -  125 

KnoU  T.  SUte,  55  W.  249       -  818 

Knollys  ▼.  Aloock,  5  Yes.  648  193 

Knox  Y.  Chalo«er,  42  Me.  150  101 

Koch  ▼.  Ashland,  88  W.  861  -  239 

Koenig  ▼.  Arcadia,  75  W.  62  -  232 

KoUo^  T.  Pardher,  59  W.  896  28 
Kreiwiger  ▼.  a  &  N.  W.  R  Ca 

73Ytl58      ....  168 


Lake  Ca  t.  Rollins,  180  U.  R 
662 530 

Landauer  ▼.  Yietor.  69  W.  439  399 
Land,  L.  A;  L.  Ca  ▼.  Mclntyre, 

lOOW.  245  -  -  -  -  261 
lining  T.  N.  Y.  C.  R  Ca  49 

N.  Y;621  -  -  -  -  143 
Lantry  v.  Lantry,  51  IlL  458  -  592 
Lany€«  v.  Woodward,  65  W. 

543 228 

Larson  t.  Aultman  &  T.  Ca  86 

W.  281 248 

Lathrop  t.  Knapp^  27  W.  214  836. 

632 

V. ,  37W.  312  386,338 

Laude  v.  a  ft  N.  W.  R  Ca  83 

W.  640 876 

Law  ▼.  Grant,  87  W.  548  -  445 
Lawson  v.  Lawson,  117  III.  98    598 

▼.  Mowry,  52  W.  234    -    103 

V.  Stacy,  82  W.  803      -    414 

Lawton  ▼.  Steele,  152  U.  a  138  103 
Leach  ▼.  Comm'rs,  84  N.  C 

829 237 

Lee  ▼.  Campbell,  77  W.  340  -  468 
Le  Grange's  Lessee  v.  Ward, 

n  Ohio,  257-  -  .  -  162 
Le  Saulnier  ▼.  Krueger,  85  W. 

214 545 

Lessard  v.  Stram,  62  W.  112  -  823 
Levy  V.  Brush,  45  N.  Y.  589  -  594 
Life  Ina  Ca  ▼.  Terry,  15  Wall 

580 123 

Lillie  T.  Dunbar,  62  W.  198  -  590 
Linderman  ▼.  Disbrow,  81  W. 

465 578 

Littlejohn  v.  Turner,  78  W. 

118 414 

Looser  ▼.  Humphrey,  41  Ohio 

St  878 163 

Lombard  ▼.  Cowham,  84  W. 

486 606 

Louisiana  ▼.  New  Orleans,  102 

U.S.  208  -  -  -  .  495 
Louisville,  N.  A.  &  C.  R  Ca  v. 

Falvey,  104  Ind.  409     -       -    163 

v.  Wood,  118  Ind.  544  -    163 

Loverin  v.  Walker,  44  N.  H. 

489 201 

Low  St  R  Assa  v.  Zucker,  48 

Md.448 508 

Lyman  ▼.  Boston,  164  Mass. 

09 214 

Lyons  ▼.  Erie  R  Ca  57  N.  Y. 

489 164 

Maas  V.  Succession  of  Hernan- 
dez, 48  La.  Ann.  264    -       -     75 


xx^ 


OASES  CITED. 


[100 


MacDowell  t.  Aokley,  98  Pla. 

St  277 84 

Maoe  y.  Roberts,  97  W.  199     -  646 

Mack  V.  State,  48  W.  371  -  807 
Macomber    v.    Ckxlfrey,    108 

Mas&219       ....  850 

Manning  V.  State,  79  W.  178  -  290 

Mariner  v.  Schulte,  13  W.  692  95 

Martin  v.  Waddell,  16  Pet  416  94 

Mason  v.  Ashland,  98  W.  540  234, 

289 
Mathews  ▼.  Switzler,  46  Ma 

301        -       -       .       -       .  453 

Mazfield  v.  State,  74  N.  W. 

Rep.  403  ....  800 
Mayers  t.  Kaiser,  85  W.  882  -  548 
McCaffrey  v.  Nolan,  1  W.  861  539 
MoCov  V.  N.  W.  Mut  R.  Asso. 

92  W.  677  ....  123 
McDowell  V.  Laev,  35  W.  171  -  23 
MoGillis  V.  McGillis,  154  N.  Y. 

532 641 

McGrath  v.  Hamilton  &  &  L. 

Asso.  44  Pa.  St  383  -  -  569 
McJimsey  v.  Traverse,  1  Stew. 

244 77 

McKenzie  v.  L'Amoureuz,  11 

Barb.  516  -  -  -  -  629 
McKinnon  v.  VoUmar,  75  W. 

82 446 

McLennan  v.  Prentice,  85  W. 

427  -  -  -  -  113,663 
McMahonv.Rauhr,47N.Y.67  682 
McMillen  v.  Pratt  89  W.  612  590 
McNamara  y.  Clintonville,  62 

W.  207 164 

Mechanics'  &  &  L.  Asso.  y. 

Conover,  14  N.  J.  Eq.  219  -  569 
Melms  y.  Pabst  B.  Ca  93  W. 

153 252 

Merrill  y.  Wis.  Female  Col- 
lege, 74  W.  415  ...  648 
Merrimack      Co.     Bank     y. 

Brown.  12  N.  H.  820  -  -  463 
Metropolitan  Board  y.  Barrie, 

34N.  Y.  657-  -  -  -  88 
Meyer  y.  Ghirthwaite,  92  W. 

571 13 

y.  Johnston,  64  Ala.  656      52 

Millard  y.  McDonald  L.  Ca  64 

W.  628 899 

Miller  y.  Mendenhall,  48  Minn. 

95 114 

V.  Pennoyer,  23  Oxeg. 

364 582 

MiUsy.Reb6tock,29Minn.880  123 
Miner  y.  Olin,  159  Maaa  467  -    688 


Mississippi   Biyer    L.    Ca  t. 

Wheelihan,  94  W.  96  -  -  201 
Mitchell  y.  Bain,  142  Ind  604  860 
Mohon  y.  Harkreader,  18  Kan. 

883 163 

Monroe's  Appeal,  181  Pa.  St 

233 88 

Montella  The,  11  WalL  411    -      99 

,20  WalL  430         -       -      99 

Mooar  y.  Walker,  46  Iowa»  164  647 
Moore  y.  C,  M.  &  St  P.  R.  Co. 

78W.  124  -  .  -  -  214 
y.  Wodsey,  4  EL  &  BL 

243 123 

Morrison    y.    Citizens'    Nat 

Bank,  65  N.  H.  268  -  -  468 
Moses  y.  Julian,  45  N.  H.  53, 

84  Am.  Dec.  114  -  -  -  866 
Mosier  y.  Caldwell,  7  Key.  868  327 
Moulton  y.  Posten,  62  W.  169  175, 

186 
Mowatt  y.  Carow,  7  Pftige,  828, 

32Am.  De&41  -  -  -  668 
Munkres  y.  EL  C,  St  J.  &  C. 

B.  R.  Ca  72  Ma  614     •       -    828 

Nash  y.Beckman,  86  Iowa,  249  81 
Neff  y.  Rains,  33  W.  689  -  597, 620 
Ne-pee-nauk  Club  y.  Wilson, 

96W.  290  -  -  -  -  108 
New  England  M.  &  Ca  y.  Gay, 

145  U.  a  123  -  -  -  80 
Newton  y.  Williams,  94  W.  222  668 
Noonan  y.  Orton,  4  W.  835     -    836 

y. ^,27W.  800     -    886 

Norcross  y.  Griffiths,  66  W. 

699  ....  95,110 
Northern  Nat  Bank  y.  Lewis, 

78  W.  475  -  -  -  463,464 
Northern  Pacific  R*  Ca,  In  re, 

21  Land  Dea  Depc  Int  413  48 
,  23  Land  Dea  Dep.  Int 

204 48 

Noi-th  Milwaukee,  Jn  re,  98  W. 

616 669 

Northwestern  B.  &  M.  A  Assa 

y.  Wanner,  24  HL  App.  867  -  138 
Northwestern  L  Ca  y.  Land  & 

R.LCa92W.487       -       -    487 

Oakley  y.  Aspinwall,  8  N.  Y. 

647  -  -  -  -  857,858 
Ocean  Groye  C  M.  Assa  y. 

Comm'rs  of  Aabury  Park,  40 

N.J.Eq.447  -  -  -  887 
O'Conner  y.  Forster,  10  Watts, 

418 608 


Wifl.] 


CASES  CITED. 


XXUl 


Odette  T.  State,  90  W.  258  289, 290, 

810 
Oliver  V.  Hopkins,  144Mas&  175  86 
Olson  T.  Merrill,  42  W.  208     95,  96, 

101, 112 
Oregon,  The,  6  IT.  &  Aim  581, 

55  Fed.  Bepi  666  ...  503 
Orleans  Ca  ^Ht,  Bankv.  Mooreb 

112N.  Y,  548  -  -  -  458 
Owings  V.  Speed,  5  Wheat  420     94 

Ftoker  ▼.  Bird,  187  U.  a  661  -  96 
Paine  T.  Voorhees,  26  W.  522  -  452 
Palmer  ▼.  Peterson,  46  W.  401  240 
Pappa  V.  Boee,  L.  R.  7  G  P.  82, 

525 67 

Parke's  Appeal,  64  Pa.  St  187  47 
Parker  t.  Fulton  L.  &  R  Assa 

46  Ga.  166     -       -       -       -    569 

V.  Kelly,  61  W.  552      -    243 

Patch  ▼.  Boston,  146  Masa  52  214 
Patrick  t.  Elxcelsior  L.  In&  Ga 

67Barbi202-  ...  123 
Payne  v.  C,  R  L  &  P.  R  Ca 

39  Iowa,  528-  -  -  -  145 
Peck  V.  N.  Y.,  N.  EL  &  H.  R 

Co.  50  Conn.  879  -  -  -  409 
Pendleton  v.  Beyer.  94  W.  81  577 
People  T.  Ah  Wee,  48   CaL 

236 807 

Y.  Austin,  1  Parker,  Cr. 

R  166 292 

V.  Bork,  96  N.  Y.  188    -    857 

▼.  Clark,   2   Edm.  SeL 

Ca&294,7N.  Y.885  -  -  293 
V.  Divine,  1  EdnL  SeL 

Gas.  594        -       -       -     291,812 

V.  Hess,  85  Mich.  128    -    308 

▼.  IngersoU,  58  N.  Y.  1    256 

V.  Tweed,  63  N.  Y.  194  261, 

264 
▼.  Sullivan,  2  Edm.  SeL 

Gaa294,7N.Y.  896  -  -  298 
People  ex  rel  Conway  v.  Liv- 
ingston Ca  68  N.  Y;  114  -  287 
Eaton  V.  District  Court, 

18  Cola  26  -  .  -  -  582 
Loomis  ▼.  Canal-  Ap- 
praisers, 38  N.  Y.  461  -  -  108 
Lunney  v.  Campbell,  72 

N.Y.  496  -  -  -  -  463 
Perkins  v.  Hawkins,  46 

N,  Y.  9 464 

Steinson  v.  Board  of 


Education,  60  Hun,  486     463, 464 
Tenth  Nat    Bank  v. 


Board  of  Apportionment,  64 
N.Y. 627       ....    464 


People  ex  reL  Wren  v.  Getting, 

188  N.Y.  569  -  -  -  464 
Pepin  Cav.Prindle,  61  W.  807  161 
Phelps  V.  Nowlen,  72  N.  Y. 

39  -  •  -  -  -  -  827 
Pickett  ▼.  School  Dist  25  W. 

551  -----  250 
Pierce  v.  Boston.  164  Mass.  92  214 
Pillsbury  v.  Pillsbury,  20  N.  H. 

90  -  -  -  -  -  •  632 
Piano  Mfg.  Cav.  Ra8ey,69  W. 

246  •  -  -  .  .  240 
Piatt  V.  Iron  Exoh.  Bank,  83 

W.  860 898 

Pollard's  Lessee  v.  Hagan,  8 

How.  212  -  .  -  -  115 
Poposkey  v.  Munkwitz,  68  W. 

322  -  -  -  420,503,673 
Pormann  ▼.  Frede,  72  W.  226  621 
Portman  v.  State   Board  of 

Fish  Comm'rs,  50  Mich.  258  468 
Pound  V.  Roan,  45  W.  129  -  282 
Pray  v.  Hegeman,  98  N.  Y.  351  839 
Priewe  v.  w  is.  State  L.  &  L 

Ca98W.  534  -  -  97,113 
Pullman  P.  C.  Ca  v.  Bluhm, 

109I1L20  -  -  -  -  164 
Putney  v.  Famham.  27  W.  187  23 
Puzey  V.  Senier,  9  W.  370       -    467 

Quackenbush  v.  W.  &  M.  R 

Ca71W.  472       -       -       -  839 

Quaw  V.  Paff,  98  W.  586         -  266 

Quinn  v.  Higgins,  63  W.  664  *  163 

Raikes  v.  Todd,  8  AdoL  A  K 

846 453 

Railroad  Ca  v.  Sohurmeir,  7 

WalL272  -  -  -  -  110 
Ransom  v.  Black,  54  N.  J,  Law, 

446 533 

Rawstron  v.  Taylor,  11  Ezch. 

369 327 

Ray  V.  Lake  Superior  T.  &  T. 

R  Ca  99  W.  617  -  -  -  144 
Raymond  v.  Sheboygan,  76  W. 

335         -----    378 

Ready  v.  Sommer,  37  W.  265  -    177 
Redmon  v.  Phoenix  F.  Ins.  Ca 

51W.  292  -  -  -  -  399 
Reed  v.  Detroit  108  Mich.  224    164 

V.  Madison,  85  W.  667  -    502 

V.  State,  46  N.  E.  Rep. 

135 162 

Reg.  V.  Justices  of  Hertford- 

sTiire,  6  Q.  R  758  -       -       -    357 

V.  Justices  of  Suffolk, 

I     18  Q.  R  416  -       •       -       -    857 


XXIV 


CASES  CITED. 


[100 


Reuff  ▼.  Coleman,  80  W.  Va 

171 641 

Rhea  ▼.  Riner.  21  UL  526  •  891 
Rice  y.  Des  Moines,  40  Iowa» 

638 164 

Richards  t.  State,  82  W.  172  -  288 
Richardson  v.  Kidder,  8  Dem. 

Sur.  255  -  ...  468 
Rignev  v.  Taooma  L.  &  W.  Ca 

9  Wash.  576  -       -       -       -  850 

Riley  v,  Riley,  84  W.  872  -  899 
Ritter  v.  Mut  L.  Ins.  Ckx  169 

U.  a  189        -      121, 122, 124  135 

Roath  V.  DriscoU,  20  Conn.  688  827 
Robinson  v.  Shanks,  118  Ind. 

125 828 

Rodman  v.  Justioe8>  8  Bush, 

144 237 

Rogers  v.  Hargo,  92  Tenn.  85  -  570 

St  Patrick's  M.  R  Soc.  v.  Mo- 

Vey,  92  Pa.  St  610  -  -  84 
St  Paul  &  P.  R.  Ca  V.  N.  P.  R 

Ca  139  U.  a  1      -        -       -  47 

Salter  v.  Krueger,  66  W.  217  -  898 

Saveland  t.  Green,  86  W.  612  606 
Sawin  y.  Pease,  42  Pao.  Rep^ 

750 581 

Schedel,  In  re,  73  CaL  594  -  657 
Scheftels  y.  Tabert,  46  W.  439  376 
Schmidt  y.  Knights  of  Macca- 
bees, 97  W.  528  -  -  -  84 
Schraer  y.  Stefan,  80  W.  653  -  282 
Sohreiber  y.  Carey,  48  W.  208  430 
Schultz  y.  Holbrook,  86  Iowa, 

569 30 

Schweickhart  y.  Stuewe,  75 

W.  157 282 

Scott  y.  State,  91  W.  552        -  309 

V.  Webster,  44  W.  185  -  621 

y.  West,  63  W.  555    638,  640 

Second  Ward  Say.   Bank  y. 

Schranok,  97  W.  250  485,  491,  497 

Seibert  y.  Lewis,  122  U.  a  284  495 
Sellers  y.  Union  L.  Ca  89  W. 

525  -  -  -  -  100,152 
Shapleigh  y.  San  Angelo,  167 

U.  a  646       -       -       -       -  4^ 

Shaw  y.  Sun  Prairie,  74  W.  105  232 
Sheehan  y.  P.  &  R  R  Ca  166 

Pa.  St  854     -       -       -       -  409 

Sheel  y.  Appleton,  49  W.  125  -  238, 

240 
Shepard  y.  Milwaukee  Q.  L. 

Cal6W.  818       -       .       -  678 

Shiyely  y.  Bowlby,  152  U.  a  40  94, 

95^97 


Shrunk  y.  SchuylkiU  N.  Ca  14 

Serg.  &  R  71       -       -       -  108 

Silbar  v.  Ryder,  63  W.  106      -  618 

Silyerthom  y.  Wylie,  96  W.  69  665 
Simpson  y.  Life  In&  Ca  115 

N.a898       -       -       -       -127 

y.  Osbom,  52  Kan.  828  582 

Single  y.  Marathon  Ca  88  W. 

m 669 

Sleeper  y.  Goodwin,  67  W.  677  212 
Sloane  y.  Chiniquy,  22  Fed. 

Ren.  218  ....  495 
Small  y.  Older,  57  Iowa,  826-453 

Smalley  y.  Appleton,  75  W.  18  163 
Smith  y.  Andrews  [18911 2  Ch. 

Diy.  678         -       ...  94 

y.  Lander,  48  W.  587    -  282 

y.  Maryland,  6  Cranch, 

286 94 

y. ,  18  How.  71    94^  95 

y.  Smith,  19  W.  522      -  876 

y.  Todd,  55  W.  459       -  38 

South    Bend    C.    P.    Ca    v. 

G.  C.  Cribb  Ca  97  W.  230  -  256 
Southern  P.  R  Ca  y.  Dufour, 

95  CaL  615    -       .       -       -  827 

Spahn  y.  People,  187  III  638  -  809 
Spearbraoker  y.  Larrabee,  64 

W.  573 232 

Spilman  y.  Supreme  Council, 

157  Mass.  128  ...    86 

Sprout  y.  Crowley,  80  W.  187  578, 

682 
Stanchfield    y.   Newton,    142 

Masa  110      -       -       -       -  882 

State  y.  Fee,  19  W.  562   -       -  291 

y.  Kilgore,  70  Ma  546  -  813 

y.  N.  &   D.  T.  Ca  10 

Conn.  157  -  -  -  -  48 
y.  Peyton,  82  Ma  Appu 

522 162 

V.  Pool.  74  N.  C.  402     -  108 

y.  Reesa,  57  W.  422      -  472 

y.  Roberts,  59  N.  H.256  102 

y.  Stoeckli,  71  Ma  559  818 

y.  Ward,  78  Iowa,  582  -  299 

y.  Welch,  66  N.  H.  178  102 

State    ex    reL    Anderson    y. 

Timme,  70  W.  627        -       -  671 

Bateman  y.  Bode,  55 

Ohio  St  224-       ...  588 

Bergenthal  y.  Bergen- 

thal,72W.  819     ...  876 

Buchanan  y.  Kellogg, 

95W.  679      -       -       -       -  287 

Cameron  v.  Roberts,  87 

W.  292 671 


Wis.] 


CASES  CITED. 


XXV 


state  ex  reZ.  Edwards  t.  Sump- 

ter  Ckx  :22  Fla.  1  -  -  -  88 
Farrell  ▼.  Howe,  95  W. 

530 878 

Lewellen  v.  Smith,  49 

NeK  755  -  -  -  -  464 
Ollmger  v.  Manitowoc, 

92W.  546  -  -  -  -  670 
Pfister  T.  Mayor,  52  W. 

428 236 

Robertson  v.  Board  of 

Education,  27  Ohio  St  96  -  287 
Sturdevant  ▼.  Allen,  43 

Nebu  651  -  -  -  582, 588 
Tibbits  V.  Milwaukee, 

86W.  876  -  -  -  -  670 
Steckmesser  v.  Graham,  10  W. 

37 665 

Steele  ▼.  Dunham,  26  W.  898  262 
Sterling  ▼.  Jackson,  69  Mich. 

488 105 

Stevenson  ▼.  Summit,  85  Iowa, 

462 237 

Stevens  Point  R  Ca  v.  Reilly, 

44W.  295  -  -  -  -  882 
Stinson  v.  Cook,  58  Ean.  179  81 
Stover  V.  Bluehill,  51  Ma  489  164 
Strang  ▼.  People,  24  Mich,  1-299 
Strasson   v.  Montgomery,  82 

W.  53 590 

Strohen  t.  Franklin  S.  ft  L. 

Assa  115  Pa  St  273  -  567, 570 
Strong  ▼.  Gordon,  96  W.  476  -    547 

▼.  Hooe,  41  W.  659       -    606 

▼.  McCagff.  55  W.  624  -    212 

Stubblngs  V.  McGregor,  86  W. 

248 68 

Supreme  Ck>mmandery  K.  G. 

K.  V.  Ainsworth,  71  Ala.  436  122 
Swan  V.  Porter,  96  W.  34  -  240 
Swett  V.  Cutts,  50  N.  H.  489  -    827 

Tallman  v.  Barnes,  54  W.  181  227 
Taylor  v.  Welch,  6  Greg.  198  -  827 
Telford  y.  Ashland,  100  W.  238  284 
Terrill  y.  State,  95  W.  276    289-291, 

293,  813 
TerwiUiger  y.  Brown,  44  N.  Y. 

287  -----  262 
Tetz  y.  Butterfield,  54  W.  242  68 
Tharsis  a  &  Q  Ca  y.  Loftus, 

L.R.8aP.  1  -  -  -  67 
Thompson  y.  Milwaukee,  69 

W.  492  -  -  -  -  875, 877 
y.  Pioneer-Press  Ca  87 

Minn.  285  .  -  -  .  145 
Todd    y.  Board   of  Election 

Comm'rs,  104  Mich.  474       -    58a 


Treat  y.  Hiles,  68  W.  844        -    59a 

y.  Lord,  42  Me,  552       -    101 

Trustees  of   School  Dist  v. 

Stocker,  42  N.  J.  Law,  115  -  88a 
Tryon  y.  Famsworth,  80  W. 

577 12^ 

T.  T.  Haydock  C.  Ca  y.  Pier, 

78W.  579  -  .  -  -  487 
Tuttle  y.  Farmington,  58  N.  H. 

13 164 

Tyler  y.  Taylor,  8  Barb.  585    -    227 

Underwood  Ia  Ca  y.  Pelican 
R  Ca  76  W.  76     -       -       -    152 

U.  S.  y.  S.  P.  R.  Ca  146  XJ.  a 
570 49 

Utter  y.  Travelers'  Ins,  Ca  65 
Mich.  545      -        -        -        -    125 

Van  Steenwyck  y.  Washburn, 
59W.  483      -       -       -       -       7 

Yeazie  v.  Dwinel,  50  Ma  479  -    101 

Von  Baumbach  v.  Bade,  9  W. 
559 49^ 

Vosburg  y.  Putney,  80  W. 
523 168 

Walker  v.  Began,  1  W.  597    -  315, 

357 

y.  Shepardson,  2  W.  884      95 

y. ,  4  W.  486       -      95 

Walsh,  In  re,  6  Land  Dea  Depi 

Intl68 221 

Walton  v.  Walton,  7  Johna 

Ch.258 198 

Walworth  Ca  v.  Whitewater, 

17  W.  103  -  -  -  -  375 
Warden  v.  L.  &  N.  R.  Ca  94 

Ala.  277  -  -  -  -  408 
Ward's  C.  &  P.  L.  Co.  v.  Elkins, 

34  Mich.  440  -        -        .    503 

Wardsworth  v.  Sibley,  88  W. 

484 539 

Warner  v.  Trow,  86  W.  196  -  590 
Waterman  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.  R. 

CaOlW.  464  .  -  -  398 
Watson  v.  M  &  M  R.  Co.  57 

W.  832 214 

Waverly  M.  &  P.  L.,  L,  &  R 

Asso.  v.  Buck,  64  Md.  338  -  567 
Weatherby  y.  Meiklejohn,  56 

W.  78 101 

Weber  v.  Harbor  Comm'rs,  18 

Wall  57  -  -  .  -  115 
Weir  y.  Granite  a  P.  Assa  88 

AtLRep643  -  -  567,570 
Welton  V.  Poynter.  96  W.  340  84 
Wendt  y.  Vogel,  87  W.  462    -      6a 


XXVI 


CASES  CITED. 


[100 


West  T.  Moore,  87  Miss.  114    -  641, 

642 
Wheatly  v.  Baugh,  25  Pa.  St 

528 827 

Wheeler  v.  Van  Houten,  12 

Johns.  811  -  -  -  -  77 
WheiTv  V.  D.,  M  &  N.  R  Ca 

64  Minn.  415-  ...  408 
Whisler  v.  Wilkinson,  22  W. 

572  -----  100 
Whitcomb  ▼.  Keator,  69  W. 

609  -----  248 
White  V.  Hanchett,  21  W.  416    834 

V.  Iselin,  26  Minn.  487  -    251 

V.  Osbom,  21  Wend.  76    227 

White  Ca  Comm'rs  v.  Gwin, 

186  Ind.  562  -  -  -  161, 165 
Whitmore  v.  Hay,  85  W.  240  618 
Whitney  v.  Tfeylor,  158  U.  a 

85  -  -  •  -  -  -  222 
WicklifT  y.  Robinson,  18  BL 

145 252 

Wilkins  v.  Nicolai,  99  W.  178  85 
Willard  v.  Comstock,  58  W. 

565  -  -  -  -  256, 257 
Williams  v.  Henshaw,  11  Pick. 

79 682 

y.  Beutzel,  60  Ark.  156    165 

y.  Williams,  68  W.  58  -    880 

Williamson  y.  Neeyea^  94  W. 

656 452 

Wilson  y.  Allen,  11  Oreg.  154  458 
y.  New  York,  1  Denio^ 

695 268 


Wilson  y.  Welch,   12  Ore& 
853 115 

Winn  y.  State,  82  W.  571  -  810 
Wia  Cent  R.  Ca  v.  Cornell 

University,  49  W.  162  -  -  689 
Wis.  M.  &  F.  Ins.  Ca  Bank  y. 

Wilkin,  95  W.  Ill  -  672,  603 
Wis.  River  Ima  Ca  y.  Lyons, 

80W.  61  -  -  95,110-112 
Wood  v.  Callaghan,  61  Mich. 

402 458 

y.  Fowler,  26  Kan.  682   108, 

117 
Woodbury  y.  Parker,  19  Vt 

858 252 

Wright  y.  Day,  83  W.  260       -     95, 

110 
y.  Mat  a  L.  Assa  118 

N.  Y.  237      -       .       -       -    127 

y.  Zettel,  60  W.  168     -     88 

Wright's  Heirs  v.  Minshall,  72 

Ul  584 195 

Yates  y.  Milwaukee,  10  WalL 
504 110 

Younkin  y.  Collier,  47   Fed. 

Repi571  ...  -  647 
Young,  Jn  re,  1  Land  Dea 

Dep.  Lit  448  -  -  -  221 
Young  y.  Lego,  86  W.  894  -  690 
y.  Lynch,  66  W.  619     -    899 

Zoldoske  y.  Stat^,  82  W.  680  168, 

290 


CASES  DETERMINED 


▲T  THB 


yanuary  Term,  i8g8. 


Ttfn.T.Ew,  Bespondent)  vs.  Dbanb,  Appellant 

Jfay  f^May  HJ^  1898. 
Equity:  Construction  of  ttnUa:  Remedy  at  law. 

t  A  -written  obligation,  hj  which  a  husband  agreed  that  a  sum  of 
money  receiyed  from  his  wife  should  be  repaid  to  her  at  his  death 
or  at  any  time  prior  thereto  on  demand  by  her,  was  by  the  will  of 
the  wife  given  to  her  sister  with  a  direction  that  the  latter  should 
not  enforce  payment  of  the  same  during  the  husband's  lifetime, 
except  so  far  as  to  require  annual  payment  thereon  to  prevent  the 
running  of  the  statute  of  limitations.  The  will  also  gave  to  the 
sister  all  promissory  notes  held  by  the  testatrix,  but  directed  that 
the  sister  should  not  enforce  payment  from  the  husband  on  any 
notes  executed  by  him  to  the  testatrix,  except  payment  of  sufficient 
thereof  to  prevent  the  running  of  the  statute  of  limitations  thereon, 
and  that  said  notes  and  the  obligation  above  mentioned  should  be 
presented  as  a  claim  against  his  estate  after  his  death;  and  it  was 
stated  that  the  object  of  the  testatrix  was  in  part  to  shield  her  hus- 
band from  being  harassed  or  embarrassed  by  said  notes  and  obliga- 
tion during  his  lifetime.  Hddj  that  the  legatee  might  maintain 
an  equitable  action  in  the  circuit  court  for  the  construction  of  the 
will  and  for  general  relief,  in  which  the  court  might  determine 
what  payments,  if  any,  should  be  required  to  prevent  the  running 
of  the  statute  of  limitations,  and  might  enforce  such  payments^ 
and  give  such  other  directions  as  might  be  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  the  wilL 

2l  To  exclude  the  exercise  of  the  eq\iitable  functions  of  the  court  on 
the  ground  that  there  is  a  remedy  at  law,  that  remedy  must  be  as 
practicable  and  efficient  to  the  ends  of  justice  and  its  prompt  ad- 
ministration as  the  remedy  in  equity. 
Vol.  100  —  1 
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Miller  vs.  Drane. 

AppbuAx  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Green 
county:  John  R.  Bennett,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

The  appeal  is  from  an  order  overruling  the  defendant's 
demurrer  to  the  plaintiffs  complaint  in  an  action  for  the 
construction  of  a  will,  the  objection  to  the  complaint  being 
that  it  did  not  state  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a  cause  of 
action. 

For  the  appellant  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief  of 
e/!  M.-  Becker. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  J.  D,  Dunwiddiey 
and  oral  argument  by  B.  F.  Dunwiddie. 

PiNNEY,  J.  Sarah  Drane,  the  wife  of  the  defendant,  Stra/m 
Vrcme,  died  at  Monroe,  Wis.,  October  7, 1891,  leaving  her 
last  will  and  testament,  which  was  duly  admitted  to  probate 
in  the  county  court  of  Green  county,  November  19, 1891. 
The  plaintiff,  a  sister  of  the  testatrix,  was  her  principal  lega- 
tee, the  defendant,  JSira/m  Drcme^  being  a  beneficiary  of  a 
part  of  the  estate  during  his  lifetime.  In  the  will  of  the  tes- 
tatrix are  found  the  following  provisions:  ^^First.  I  give, 
devise,  and  bequeath  to  my  sister  Indiana  MilZer  one  certain 
obligation  in  writing,  bearing  date  the  8th  day  of  Septem- 
ber, A.  D.  1885,  executed  by  my  husband,  H.  Dram^^  to  me 
for  the  payment  of  the  sum  of  $2,000,  which  sum  was  bor- 
rowed by  him  of  me  for  the  purpose  of  building  the  house 
in  which  we  now  reside ;  and  I  direct  that  she  do  not  enforce 
the  payment  of  the  same  during  the  lifetime  of  him  (said 
Hira/m  Dram.e\  except  so  far  as  to  require  annual  payment 
thereon  to  prevent  the  running  of  the  statute  of  limitation 
thereon.  Second.  I  give,  devise,  and  bequeath  to  my  said 
sister  Ind/icma  MiUer  all  the  residue  and  remainder  of  my 
estate,  both  real  and  personal,  including  all  of  my  promis- 
sory notes,  mortgages,  household  goods,  and  furniture,  and 
all  other  property,  of  whatsoever  name  or  description,  and 
wheresoever  the  same  may  be  situated ;  but  I  will  and  direct 


Wis.]  JAOTTARY  TERM,  1898.  3 

Miller  va  Drane. 

that  my  said  sister  do  not  enforce  payment  from  my  said 
husband,  Hiram,  DramSy  of  any  notes  executed  by  birn  to  me 
during  his  lifetime,  except  the  payment  of  sufficient  thereof 
to  prevent  the  running  of  the  statute  of  limitations  thereon, 
and  that  said  notes,  together  with  the  obligation  mentioned 
in  the  first  clause  hereof,  be  enforced  and  presented  as  a 
claim  against  his  estate  after  his  death,  my  object  being  in 
part  to  shield  him  from  being  harassed  or  embarrassed  by 
said  notes  and  obligation  during  his  lifetime." 

For  the  $2,000  mentioned  in  the  first  clause,  the  defendant 
executed  to  his  said  wife,  Sarah  Drane,  a  memorandum  in 
writing,  as  follows:  "Whereas,  I,  Hiram  Drane^  having  re- 
ceived of  my  wife,  Sarah  Drane,  the  sum  of  two  thousand 
dollars,  which  I  have  invested  and  used  in  building  and 
erecting  a  dwelling  house  on  lot  5  in  Tallman's  addition  in 
the  city  of  Monroe,  and  agree  that  the  same  is  to  be  repaid 
to  her  at  my  death  by  my  heirs,  executors,  and  administra- 
tors, or  at  <my  time  prior  thereto  on  her  mahvng  a  demand  for 
the  same.  [Signed]  H.  Dsaioc."  In  the  first  and  second 
clauses  of  the  will  of  the  testatrix,  and  in  reference  to  this 
$2,000,  she  used  the  following  language :  "  I  direct  that  she 
[Indicma  MiUer']  do  not  enforce  the  payment  of  the  same 
[the  $2,000]  during  the  lifetime  of  him,  said  Hiram  Drane^ 
except  so  far  as  to  require  annual  payment  thereon  to  pre- 
vent the  running  of  the  statute  of  limitation  thereon."  After 
again  directing  a  payment  to  prevent  the  running  of  the 
statute  of  limitation,  the  further  direction  is  given :  "  And 
that  said  notes,  together  with  the  obligation  mentioned  in 
the  first  clause  hereof,  be  enforced  and  presented  as  a 
claim  against  his  estate  after  his  death,  my  object  being  in 
part  to  shield  him  from  being  harassed  or  embarrassed  by 
said  notes  and  obligation  during  his  lifetime."  It  was  to 
have  these  clauses  in  the  will  construed  that  this  action  was 
brought,  and  to  get  the  advice  and  direction  of  the  court  as 
to  what  was  proper  to  be  done  by  the  plaintiff,  and  what 
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her  duty  was  under  such  clauses  as  a  residuary  legatee,  and 
what  the  duty  of  the  defendant  was  who  has  the  use  thereof 
during  his  lifetime. 

The  deceased,  Sarah  Drane,  could  have  demanded  the 
money  any  time  during  her  lifetime,  but  she  did  not  make 
the  demand,  and  in  the  will  she  imposed  restrictions  on  In- 
dicma  Miller,  the  legatee,  taking  away  the  right  to  demand 
the  whole  of  the  money.  The  plaintiff  claims  that  all  these 
restrictions  and  directions,  taken  together,  are  doubtful  and 
ambiguous,  and  not  clear  and  precise,  and  that  she  has  the 
right  to  obtain  an  equitable  construction  of  them.  She  con- 
tends and  sets  out  in  her  complaint  that  this  fund  became  a 
trust  in  the  hands  of  the  defendant,  JSiram  Drcme,  for  his 
own  benefit  and  that  of  his  wife  during  her  lifetime.  Has 
the  wife,  by  her  wiU,  changed  the  rights  of  the  defendant 
after  her  death  ?  The  will  states  that  the  plaintiff  is  to  re- 
quire of  the  defendant  an  annual  payment  to  prevcAt  the 
running  of  the  statute  of  limitation.  Could  a  court  of  law 
carry  out  this  direction  without  a  multiplicity  of  suits  and 
necessarily  harassing  the  defendant?  A  court  of  equity 
could,  by  decree,  fix  an  amount  to  be  paid  annually,  and 
enforce  its  payment  each  year,  without  commencing  a  new 
action  for  that  purpose.  If  the  plaintiJBf  should  omit  to  re- 
quire the  defendant  to  make  these  annual  payments,  would 
the  statute  of  limitations  run,  and  how  would  it  aflfect  her 
rights  under  the  will  ?  If  the  defendant  is  required  to  make 
an  annual  payment,  how  much  should  he  pay?  The  de- 
fendant claims  that  the  plaintiff  is  restricted  by  the  will 
from  collecting  the  $2,000  obligation  during  the  lifetime  of 
the  defendant,  and  is  also  restricted  from  harassing  the  de- 
fendant by  suit;  yet  she  is  directed  to  enforce  an  annual 
pajnnent.  These  several  directions  made  by  the  testatrix 
are  clearly  questions  calling  for  interpretation  by  a  court  of 
equity.  In  order  to  exclude  the  exercise  of  the  equitable 
functions  of  the  court,  it  is  not  enough  that  there  is  a  remedy 
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at  law,  but  it  must  be  plain  and  adequate,  or,  in  other  words, 
as  practicable  and  efficient  to  the  ends  of  justice  and  its 
prompt  administration  as  the  remedy  in  equity.  OvUicTcson 
V.  Madsenj  87  Wis.  19.  Jurisdiction  in  equity  will  be  sus- 
tained when  time,  expense,  and  a  multiplicity  of  suits  will  be 
saved  by  it>  and  the  rights  of  all  concerned  will  be  settled 
in  one  litigation.  Plaintiff's  complaint  contains  a  prayer 
for  general  relief,  and  a  courjt  of  equity  has  jurisdiction  to 
grant  relief  in  form  and  effect  to  prevent  a  multiplicity  of 
suits,  and  can  enter  a  decree  fixing  the  amount  to  be  paid 
by  the  defendant  annually,  which  is  not  named  in  the  will, 
and  enforce  such  annual  payment  without  commencing  a 
new  action.  It  can  further  decide  whether  it  was  necessary 
to  pay  anything  to  prevent  the  statute  from  running  against 
the  obligation  mentioned  in  the  complaint,  and  can  give 
such  farther  and  other  directions  as  may  be  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  will.  The  plaintiff  is  without 
any  remedy  at  law  to  recover  any  part  of  the  indebtedness 
for  any  purpose.  No  part  of  the  money  becomes  due  until 
the  death  of  the  defendant  Drone.  An  action  at  law  would 
be  barren  of  any  substantial  result  until  the  death  of  the 
defendant,  when  the  remedy  might  be  had  by  the  plaintiff 
against  the  defendant's  heirs,  executors,  or  administrators. 
The  jurisdiction  of  courts  of  equity  for  the  construction 
of  wills  and  giving  directions  in  respect  to  the  execution  of 
them  has  long  been  established  and  well  understood,  and 
devolves  upon  the  circuit  court  in  all  proper  cases,  as  a  part 
of  its  proper  constitutional  jurisdiction,  particularly  in  cases 
of  trust.  It  is  said  that  the  jurisdiction  of  equity  over  trusts 
gives  it  authority  to  construe  wills  whenever  necessary  to 
guide  or  control  the  action  of  a  trustee,  and  any  person  in- 
terested in  a  trust  may  apply  to  the  court  for  a  construction 
of  the  will,  and  direction  as  to  the  trust.  It  is  by  reason  of 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  of  chancery  over  trusts  that 
courts  having  equity  powers,  as  incident  to  that  jurisdiction. 
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take  cognizanoe  of,  and  pass  upon,  the  interpretation  of 
wills.  1  Beach,  Mod.  Eq.  Jur.  §  210.  They  do  not  take  ju- 
risdiction of  actions  brought  solely  for  the  construction  of 
instruments  of  that  character,  and  when  only  legal  rights 
are  in  controversy.  As  said  by  Folgeb,  J.,  in  the  case  of 
Ba/Uey  v.  BriggSj  66  N.  T.  413 :  "  It  is  when  the  court  is 
moved  in  behalf  of  an  executor,  trustee,  or  cestui  que  trusty 
and  to  insure  a  correct  administration  of  the  power  conferred 
by  a  will,  that  jurisdiction  is  had  to  give  a  construction  to 
a  doubtful  or  disputed  clause  in  the  will.  The  jurisdiction 
is  incidental  to  that  over  trusts."  In  2  Story,  Eq.  Jur. 
§  1058,  it  is  said:  "In  whatever  way,  or  for  whatever  pur- 
pose, or  in  whatever  form,  trusts  arise  under  wills,  they  are 
exclusively  within  the  jurisdiction  of  courts  of  equity.  In- 
deed, so  many  arrangements,  modifications,  restraints,  and 
intermediate  directions  are  indispensable  to  the  due  admin- 
istration of  these  trusts  that,  without  the  interpretation  of 
courts  of  equity,  there  would  in  many  cases  be  a  total  fail- 
ure of  justice."  Mr.  Pomeroy,  in  treating  of  the  construc- 
tion and  enforcement  of  wills  (8  Pom.  Eq.  Jur.  §  1155),  says : 
"  Under  its  general  jurisdiction  over  trusts,  a  court  of  equity 
has  also  the  power  to  construe  and  enforce  wills  of  real  as  well 
as  of  personal  property,  so  far  as  they  create,  or  their  dispo- 
sitions involve  the  creation  of,  trusts."  In  Oa^lm  v.  Wheeler^ 
49  Wis.  620,  speaking  of  an  objection  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  court  in  a  somewhat  similar  case,  this  court  said :  "  Ab 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  circuit  court  in  equity  in  such  a 
case,  the  statute  and  its  various  provisions  relating  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  county  courts  of  the  administration  and  set- 
tlement of  estates  of  deceased  persons  need  not  be  specially 
recited  and  particularly  considered ;  but,  once  for  aU,  it  may 
be  said  that  the  statute,  in  any  of  its  provisions,  will  not 
bear  any  such  construction  as  to  divest  the  circuit  court,  as 
a  court  of  equity,  of  jurisdiction  of  a  suit  of  this  nature.  The 
jurisdiction  of  a  court  of  chancery  of  the  execution  of  trusts, 
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and  the  payment  of  legacies  which  are  in  the  nature  of 
trusts,  has  been  too  long  exercised  to  be  novr  questioned ; 
and  no  court  except  one  of  plenary  and  general  jurisdiction 
in  equity,  and  governed  by  the  established  rules  and  practice 
of  such  courts,  can  so  well  and  so  fully  exercise  it  in  such  a 
case,  to  the  end  sought.  It  has  already  been  decided  by  this 
court  that  the  county  courts  have  jurisdiction  in  such  mat- 
ters concurrent  with  the  circuit  court  or  court  of  chancery 
proper,  by  force  of  the  statute ;  but  it  will  require  the  strong- 
est, clearest,  and  most  unequivocal  language  of  the  statute 
to  make  such  a  jurisdiction  of  the  county  courts  in  probate 
exclusive,  and  no  such  language  is  found  in  the  present  stat- 
ute." Brook  V.  Chappellj  34  "Wis.  405 ;  JSeis8  v.  Murphey^  43 
Wis.  47.  The  same  jurisdiction  was  exercised  in  Van  Steen- 
wyck  V.  Washburn^  59  Wis.  483. 

As  to  the  question  of  jurisdiction,  there  does  not  seem  to 
be  any  well-founded  doubt.  The  will  in  question  was,  it 
appears,  a  will  of  both  real  and  personal  estate ;  and  the 
plaintiff,  the  executrix,  was  a  sister  of  the  testatrix  and  her 
principal  legatee,  and  the  defendant  was  to  be  a  beneficiary 
of  a  part  of  the  estate  during  his  lifetime.  It  may  weU  be 
that  the  provision  that  was  made  in  her  will  for  the  plaint- 
iff, her  sister,  materially  modified  the  memorandum  of  agree- 
ment given  to  her  by  the  defendant.  It  was  a  condition 
imposed  upon  the  plaintiff  in  respect  to  said  obligation,  or 
of  any  notes  the  defendant,  Hira/m  Drcme^  had  executed  to 
the  testatrix  in  her  lifetime,  that  payment  should  not  be 
enforced  by  the  plaintiff  against  the  defendant  during  his 
lifetime,  except  the  payment  of  sufficient  to  prevent  the 
running  of  the  statute  of  limitations  thereon,  and  that  said 
notes,  tc^ther  with  the  obligation  mentioned  in  the  first 
clause  of  the  will,  be  enforced  and  presented  as  a  claim 
against  his  estate  after  his  death,  the  object  of  the  testatrix 
being,  as  expressed  in  said  will,  in  part,  to  shield  him  from 
being  harassed  or  embarraased  by  said  notes  and  obligation 
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during  his  lifetime.  We  therefore  find  no  difflctdty  in  hold- 
ing that  the  court  has  jurisdiction  to  entertain  the  present 
action,  and  to  construe  and  determine  the  meaning  and  ef- 
fect of  the  wiQ  of  Sarah  Drane,  and  that  the  demurrer  to 
the  plaintiff's  complaint  was  rightly  overruled. 
£y  the  Ooitrt. —  The  order  appealed  from  is  aflkmed. 


too       8 
104    901 


BuBNHAH,  Eespondenty  t&  Nobton,  imp.,  Appellant 

May  7— May  fiJ^  1898. 

(Hrcuii  eaurU:  CaruMrrent  jurisdiction  with  county  courta:  Equity:  Es- 
tates of  decedents:  Appeal:  Evidence:  Weight, 

!•  Circuit  courts,  in  most  cajses,  by  virtue  of  their  general  equity  pow- 
erB»  hare  concurrent  jurisdiction  with  county  courts  over  matters 
pertaining  to  settlement  of  estates  of  deceased  persons. 

SL  Generally,  where  such  concurrence  exists,  that  of  coimty  courts  is 
held  to  supersede  or  suspend  that  of  circuit  courts,  so  that  the  lat- 
ter should  decline  to  exercise  it  in  the  absence  of  special  facts  or 
circumstances  rendering  the  remedy  in  the  former  not  so  complete 
and  efficient  as  that  to  be  obtained  in  the  latter. 

8.  The  rule  that  the  special  jurisdiction  of  county  courts  supersedes  or 
suspends  that  of  circuit  courts  does  not  apply  to  actions  to  construe 
willa  Jurisdiction  in  such  actions  has  been  so  uniformly  exercised 
by  circuit  courts  that  nothing  short  of  a  statute  In  plain,  unmis- 
takable language  wiU  take  it  away. 

4  Where  the  circuit  court  clearly  ought  not  to  exercise  jurisdiction  in 
matters  pertaining  to  settlement  of  estates,  it  is  error  to  do  so  even 
though  the  question  be  not  raised  by  answer  or  demurrer  and  be 
in  aU  respects  waived. 

6.  Where  the  circuit  court  determines  that  special  facts  and  circum- 
stances exist,  bringing  a  case  within  the  rule  that  its  jurisdiction 
is  not  suspended  by  that  of  the  county  court,  its  decision  will  not 
be  disturbed  on  appeal  unless  clearly  wrong,  all  reasonable  doubts 
in  that  regard  being  resolved  in  favor  of  the  trial  court 

0.  When  the  determination  of  matters  in  regard  to  the  settlement  of 
an  estate  of  a  deceased  person  includes  that  of  transferring  the 
title  to  real  estate  by  judgment  of  the  court,  or  the  settlement  of 
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the  aooounts  of  an  executor  in  twb  estates  in  different  courts,  the 
circuit  court  is  justified  in  taking  jurisdiction,  to  the  end  that  the 
whole  controversy  may  be  settled  in  one  suit  and  court 
7.  The  undisputed,  reasonable  evidence  of  one  witness,  though  a  party 
to  the  action,  should  have  controlling  weight  in  determining  a 
question  of  fact 
(iSyllabus  by  Marshatj^  J.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Bock 
county:  John  R.  Bennett,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

Action  against  defendant  Joh/n  W.  Norton  for  an  account- 
ing of  his  doings  as  executor  of  the  last  will  and  testament 
of  Thomas  H.  Hills,  deceased,  and  to  have  property  inven- 
toried by  him  as  executor  of  the  last  will  and  testament  of 
Jane  A.  Hills,  deceased,  and  by  her  bequeathed  by  such  wiU 
to  her  sister,  adjudged  a  part  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  H. 
Hills,  and  to  belong  to  plaintiff,  Ma/ry  N.  Bv/mJumiy  and 
the  heirs  of  Polena  A.  Hills,  deceased,  under  his  will.  Ifor- 
ton,  by  answer  and  by  his  counsel  on  the  trial,  objected  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  court,  claiming  that  proceedings  for 
the  relief  sought  should  be  in  the  county  court  of  Green 
county,  where  the  will  of  Thomas  H.  Hills  was  probated. 

The  court  found,  among  other  things,  that  Thomas  H, 
HiUs,  by  a  wiU  of  which  defendant  Norton  was  duly  ap- 
pointed executor,  bequeathed  $400  to  his  adopted  daughter, 
Polena  A.  Hills,  and  the  income  of  the  residue  of  his  estate 
to  his  wife,  Jane  A.  Hills,  during  widowhood,  and  so  much 
of  the  principal  in  addition  as  might  be  necessary  for  her 
support,  provided  that,  in  case  of  her  remarrying,  the  prop- 
erty then  remaining  should  be  divided  equaUy  between  her- 
self, their  adopted  daughter,  and  his  sister,  Mary  N  Bum- 
ham;  and  provided  further,  that,  in  case  of  the  wife  not 
remarrying,  the  property  remaining  at  her  death  should  be 
divided  between  such  adopted  daughter  and  sister.  The 
court  further  found  as  facts  that  before  the  will  was  pro- 
bated, the  widow  used  some  over  12,000  of  the  property  in 
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purchasmg  real  estate  described  in  the  complaint  and  im- 
proving the  same,  the  title  to  which  she  took  in  her  own 
name  and  retained  till  her  death;  that  Norton  converted  the 
balance  of  the  estate  into  money,  paid  the  adopted  daughter 
the  $400  bequeathed  to  her,  and  used  the  balance  of  the 
money  in  his  business,  paying  the  widow  out  of  the  same, 
from  time  to  time,  such  sums  as  she  needed  for  her  support ; 
that  $2,800  of  the  property  was  in  six  per  cent,  government 
bonds,  $1,800  of  which  he  converted  into  money  April  1, 
1871,  and  the  balance  June  8, 1877;  that  he  received  and 
had  the  benefit  of  the  interest  on  the  bonds  till  so  converted 
into  money ;  that  the  aggregate  amount  of  the  payments 
to  Mrs.  Hills  was  $10,956.61,  for  which  he  was  entitled  to 
credit,  together  with  other  sums  for  services,  commissions, 
funeral  expenses  of  Jane  A.  Hills,  and  other  charges,  aggre- 
gating $1,035.58;  and  that  by  stating  the  accoimt  aUovring 
all  such  credits  and  charging  the  executor  with  interest  on 
the  estate  in  his  hands  at  seven  per  cent,  per  annum  with 
a.nnual  rests,  there  was  due  from  him  to  the  estate  $1,281.03. 

The  court  further  found  that  the  estate  of  Thomas  H. 
Hills  was  in  process  of  settlement  in  the  county  court  of 
Green  county,  Wisconsin,  and  that  of  Jane  A.  Hills  in  the 
county  court  of  Rock  county,  Wisconsin,  but  that  all  the 
property  inventoried  by  Norton  as  belonging  to  the  estate 
of  Jane  A.,  and  which  was  bequeathed  under  her  will  to 
Rachel  Gardiner,  belongs  in  part  to  the  estate  of  Thomas  H. 
Hills;  and  that  such  property,  together  with  the  amount 
due  from  Norton^  subject  to  certain  claims  specified  in  the 
findings  against  the  estate  of  Jane  A.  Hills,  should  go,  ac- 
cording to  law,  under  the  will  of  Thomas  H.  Hills,  as  fol- 
lows :  The  personal  property  equally  to  plaintiff  and  defend- 
ant Brownell  as  personal  representative  of  Polena  A.  BQlls, 
deceased,  and  the  real  estate  equally  to  plaintiff  and  the 
heirs  of  said  Polena  A.  HiUs. 

Judgment  was  entered  accordingly  against  Norton^  in 
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favor  of  plaintiff  and  defendant  I.  C.  Brownell  as  personal 
representative  of  the  estate  of  Polena  A.  Hills  for  $1,281.03, 
in  favor  of  plaintiff  alone  for  costs  against  Norton^  establish- 
ing the  title  to  the  real  estate  mentioned  in  plaintiff  and  the 
heirs  of  Polena  A.  Hills,  and  directing  the  $1,281.03  to  be 
paid  into  court  for  distribution  according  to  the  findings. 
Norton  excepted,  among  other  things,  to  the  refusal  of  the 
court  to  dismiss  the  proceedings  for  want  of  jurisdiction;  to 
the  refusal  to  allow  him  credit  for  $50  paid  to  Jane  A.  Hills 
August  10, 1891,  and  $100  paid  December  1,  1891 ;  to  neg- 
lect to  credit  him  with  $469  paid  on  and  between  September 
21, 1886,  and  October  10, 1887,  in  stating  the  account  which 
formed  the  basis  for  the  final  conclusion  as  to  the  amount 
due  -from  him  to  the  estate,  though  such  payments  were 
found  to  have  been  made  in  the  findings  of  fact;  and  fur- 
ther excepted  to  the  court's  charging  him  with  interest  on 
the  $2,800  of  government  bonds.  The  appeal  is  by  Norton^ 
assigning  errors  on  the  exceptions  specially  mentioned,  among 
others. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Jackson  &  Jackson^ 
and  oral  argument  by  A.  A.  Jackson, 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Sutherland  <6 
Ndlwn^  and  oral  argument  by  T.  S,  Nolcm. 

Maijshall,  J.  Of  numerous  exceptions  taken  to  the  find- 
ings of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law,  and  errors  assigned,  none, 
in  our  judgment,  require  discussion  in  this  opinion  except 
those  presenting  the  following  questions,  viz. :  (1)  Did  the 
court  err  in  exercising  jurisdiction  in  this  action  ?  (2)  Ought 
appellant  to  have  been  allowed  the  $50  paid  Jane  A.  Hills 
August  10, 1891,  and  $100  paid  December  1, 1891  ?  (3)  Did 
the  court,  in  stating  the  account,  fail  to  allow  appellant  the 
payments  made  in  1886  and  1887,  aggregating  $469,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  findings  of  fact  ?    (4)  Ought  appellant  to 
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have  been  charged  with  interest  on  the  government  bonds  ? 
These  questions  wiU  be  considered  in  the  order  stated. 

1.  It  is  too  well  settled  to  require  discussion  here,  that 
circuit  courts,  by  virtue  of  their  general  equity  powers,  with 
some  exceptions,  have  original  jurisdiction  concurrent  with 
county  courts  over  matters  pertaining  to  the  settlement  of 
the  estates  of  deceased  persons  {Try on  v.  Fa/msworth^  80  Wis. 
677),  though  where  such  concurrence  exists,  generally  speak- 
ing, that  of  the  county  courts  is  held  to  supersede  that  of 
the  circuit  courts,  so  that  the  latter  should  decline  to  exer- 
cise such  jurisdiction  in  the  absence  of  special  facts  or  cir- 
cumstances rendering  the  power  of  the  county  courts  not 
sufficiently  broad  and  comprehensive  to  furnish  as  complete 
and  efficient  a  remedy  as  that  to  be  found  in  the  circuit 
courts.  To  this  there  are  some  exceptions,  not  including, 
however,  such  cases  as  the  one  before  us.  The  most  fre- 
quent to  be  met  with  are  cases  for  the  construction  of  wills. 
Jurisdiction  of  such  matters  has  been  uniformly  exercised 
by  the  circuit  court,  though  specially  conferred  on  county 
courts  by  statute.  So  it  is  said  that  nothing  short  of  an  ex- 
press statute  on  the  subject  can  change  the  practice  in  that 
regard.  Mr.  Justice  Oeton,  in  GaQMh  v.  WJieder^  49  Wis.  507, 
speaking  for  the  court,  said :  ^  The  jurisdiction  of  a  court  of 
chancery,  of  the  execution  of  trusts  in  the  payment  of  leg- 
acies, has  been  too  long  exercised  to  be  now  questioned ;  and 
no  court  except  one  of  plenary  and  general  jurisdiction  in 
equity  can  so  well  and  so  fully  exercise  it  in  such  a  case,  to 
the  end  sought.  So  though  county  courts  have  jurisdiction 
of  such  matters,  concurrent  with  the  circuit  courts  by  force 
of  the  statute,  it  wiU  take  a  statute  framed  in  the  clearest 
and  most  unmistakable  language  in  order  to  make  such  ju- 
risdiction of  the  county  courts  in  probate  supersede  that  of 
the  circuit  courts.' 

With  exceptions  as  stated,  the  doctrine  that^  where  the 
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jurisdictioii  of  the  county  and  oiromt  courts  in  the  settle- 
ment of  the  estates  of  deceased  persons  is  concurrent,  the 
former  supersedes  the  latter,  by  long-established  practice  has 
become  so  firmly  fixed  in  our  jurisprudence  that,  where  the 
circuit  court  ought  clearly  to  decline  jurisdiction,  it  is  re- 
versible error  to  exercise  it  even  though  the  question  be  not 
raised  by  answer  or  demurrer  and  the  objection  be  in  all  re- 
spects waived,  the  case  in  such  situation  standing  the  same 
in  that  regard  as  one  where  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  of 
the  subject  matter.  That  is  the  effect  of  the  decision  in 
Meyer  v.  Garthwaite^  92  Wis.  671,  where  this  court  said  that 
the  circuit  court  should  decline  to  take  jurisdiction,  even  if 
a  cause  of  action  which  is  within  its  general  equity  powers 
is  stated,  and  notwithstanding  the  question  of  jurisdiction 
be  waived,  unless  the  facts  render  the  remedy  which  is 
within  the  competency  of  a  county  court  inadequate  and 
incomplete.  That,  however,  is  but  the  statement,  in  differ- 
ent language,  of  the  rule  laid  down  in  Batchelder  v.  Batchy 
dder^  20  Wis.  452,  where  Mr.  Justice  Cole,  speaking  for  the 
court,  said  that  an  action  in  the  circuit  court  to  enforce  a 
trust  under  a  will  that  was  in  process  of  being  probated  in 
the  county  court  was  improperly  brought,  no  special  facts 
being  stated  showing  that  full  and  ample  relief  could  not  be 
aflforded  in  the  county  court.  The  same  doctrine,  and  to 
the  full  extent  expressed  in  Meyer  v.  Owrthwaite^  aupraj  was 
recently  afltoned  in  In  re  Klem^  95  Wis.  246,  where  Mr.  Jus- 
tice PmNEY,  speaking  for  the  court  on  the  subject,  said : 
"  This  court  has  held  that  the  circuit  court  should  decline  to 
take  jurisdiction  even  of  a  cause  of  action  within  its  general 
equity  jurisdiction,  notwithstanding  the  question  of  jurisdic- 
tion has  been  waived  by  omitting  to  raise  it  by  answer  or 
demurrer.  That  rule  is  correct  as  a  matter  of  practice  and 
sound  policy,  and  should  not  be  departed  from.  It  is  founded 
upon  the  ground  that  there  is  a  proceeding  already  pend- 
ing in  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction  to  afford  complete 


14  SUPREME  COUET  OF  WISCONSm.         [100 

Burohani  va  Norton. 


relief,  and  an  independent  action  for  that  purpose  is  wholly 
unnecessary  and  therefore  will  not  be  sustained."  Keeping 
in  mind  what  has  been  stated  to  the  effect  that  actions  to 
construe  wills  are  an  exception  to  that  doctrine,  will  avoid 
an  otherwise  apparent  conflict  between  cases  of  that  kind 
and  the  one  under  consideration. 

So  the  question  on  this  branch  of  the  controversy  is,  Are 
special  facts  pleaded  or  shown  sufficient  to  bring  the  case 
within  the  rule  stated  ?  It  is  said  that  the  term,  "  a  remedy 
as  complete  and  efficient,"  is  referable,  among  other  ele- 
ments, to  that  of  time,  expense,  and  multiplicity  of  suits.  It 
is  a  term  of  broad  and  comprehensive  meaning,  so  that,  nec- 
essarily, much  latitude  must  be  given  to  the  trial  court  in 
determining  its  jurisdiction  on  the  facts  of  each  case  as  pre- 
sented ;  and  in  instances  of  doubt  as  to  the  rightfulness  of 
such  determination,  such  doubts  should  be  resolved  in  favor 
of  such  determination.  The  trial  court,  in  short,  should  be 
sustained  unless  wrong  beyond  reasonable  controversy. 

Applying  the  foregoing  to  the  facts  before  us,  we  are  un- 
able to  say  that  the  court  erred  in  retaining  the  case  and 
proceeding  to  a  final  determination  of  it.  One  of  the  most 
important  matters  in  controversy  was  whether  the  real  estate 
of  which  Jane  A.  Rills  died  seised  was  a  part  of  the  estate 
of  Thomas  H.  Hills.  The  relief  sought,  in  part,  was  to  pass 
the  title  to  such  real  estate  over  to  the  rightful  owners  under 
the  will  of  Thomas  H.  Hills ;  that  was  not  obtainable  in  the 
county  court,  though  essential  to  a  complete  remedy  for  the 
wrongs  of  which  plaintiff  complained,  so  had  she  proceeded 
in  the  county  court  and  obtained  a  settlement  of  the  execu- 
tor's accounts,  it  would  still  have  been  necessary  to  proceed 
in  the  circuit  court  to  obtain  title  to  the  land.  That  was 
sufficient  of  itself  to  support  the  exercise  of  jurisdiction  by 
the  circuit  court.  "Whether  the  judgment  is  effective  to  give 
the  relief  which  plaintiff  desires,  since  the  legatee  under  the 
will  of  Jane  A.  Hills  was  not  a  party  to  the  action,  is  a  que&- 
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tion  with  which  we  have  nothing  to  do  on  this  appeal.  Error 
wa0  assigned  on  the  refusal  of  the  trial  court  to  bring  in 
such  legatee  as  a  party,  but  she  is  not  complaining,  and  it  is 
not  perceived  how  appellant  can  be  prejudiced  by  such  re- 
fusal Again,  the  estate  of  Jane  A.  Hills  being  in  process 
of  settlement  in  the  county  court  of  Rock  county,  and  that 
of  Thomas  H.  Hills  in  the  county  court  of  Green  county,  and 
the  relief  sought  reaUy  requiring  a  settlement  of  appellant's 
accounts  in  both  estates,  that  was  sufficient  justiQcation  for 
the  exercise  of  jurisdiction  by  the  circuit  court,  to  the  end 
that  the  whole  controversy  might  be  settled  in  one  suit  in 
one  court. 

2.  The  $150  which  the  court  refused  to  credit  the  exec- 
utor appears  by  his  own  testimony  to  have  been  given  to 
Jane  A.  Hills,  not  paid  to  her  out  of  the  estate.  True,  the 
evidence  would  reasonably  support  a  finding  that  the  money 
was  paid  with  the  intention  of  charging  the  same  to  Mrs. 
Hills  on  account  of  the  estate  at  some  future  date,  but  it 
also  reasonably  supports  the  finding  that  it  was  given  out- 
right, and  without  any  intention  of  ever  so  charging  it,  and 
that  the  claim  for  credit  was  purely  an  afterthought.  No 
voucher  was  produced  to  show  the  payment  of  either  of  the 
sums  making  up  the  $150,  and  no  accounl  appears  to  have 
been  made  of  it  by  the  executor.  Under  such  circumstances 
we  are  unable  to  say  that  the  evidence  clearly  preponder- 
ates against  the  decision  of  the  trial  court. 

As  to  the  failure  to  credit  the  $469  which  the  court  said 
was  actually  paid  by  appellant  to  Jane  A.  Hills  in  1886  and 
1887,  in  stating  the  account,  which  all  agree  was  the  basis 
of  the  court's  final  conclusion,  we  find,  on  examining  the 
statement  found  in  the  record,  that  credit  was  given  in 
strict  accordance  with  the  findings. 

4.  We  are  unable  to  perceive  why  appellant  was  charged 
with  interest  on  the  government  bonds.  The  testimony  is 
positive  and  all  one  way  that  the  coupons  were  received  di- 
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rectly  by  Jane  A.  Hills,  and  that  appellant  never  had  a 
dollar  from  or  on  account  of  them.  There  is  no  pretense 
that  she  had  any  money  except  that  invested  in  the  real  es- 
tate and  the  improving  of  it,  to  which  she  was  not  entitled 
under  the  terms  of  the  will.  The  entire  income  from  the 
estate,  and  so  much  of  the  principal  as  was  necessary  for 
her  support,  she  was  entitled  to;  therefore,  when  she  re- 
ceived the  coupons,  and  there  is  no  controversy  but  that 
she  did  receive  them,  she  got  what  was  rightfully  hers,  so 
no  good  reason  can  be  given,  it  seems,  why  appellant  should 
be  held  liable  therefor.  True,  the  evidence  on  the  subject 
of  her  receiving  the  interest  is  substantially  all  by  appel- 
lant, but  it  is  positive  and  reasonable,  and  there  is  nothing 
to  warrant  its  being  disregarded,  therefore  it  should  have 
received  controlling  weight  in  determining  the  question. 

In  order  to  correct  the  error  made  by  erroneously  charg- 
ing appellant  with  interest  on  the  government  bonds  it  is 
necessary  to  credit  him  with  such  interest,  and  with  interest 
thereon  from  the  death  of  Thomas  H.  Hills  down  to  the 
time  of  the  trial,  on  the  same  basis  the  account  was  made 
up  by  the  trial  court.  The  necessary  amount  of  such  credit 
is  approximately  $2,321.10.  Thereby  it  is  found  that  the 
estate  is  in  debt  to  appellant  $1,040.07. 

The  findings  to  the  effect  that  the  property  inventoried 
by  appellant  as  belonging  to  the  estate  of  Jane  A.  Hills  in 
fact  is  a  part  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  H.  Hills,  and,  subject 
to  the  payment  of  certain  claims  against  the  estate  of  Jane 
A.  Hills  mentioned  in  the  finding,  should  go  to  the  residuary 
legatees  of  Thomas  H.  Hills,  to  wit,  one  half  to  plaintiff  and 
one  half  to  the  heirs  of  Polena  A.  Hills,  appear  to  be  war- 
ranted by  the  evidence,  except  so  far  as  affected  by  the  fact 
that  the  estate  of  Thomas  H.  Hills  is  now  found  to  be  in- 
debted to  the  appellant  as  stated. 

The  result  of  the  foregoing  is  that  the  judgment  appealed 
from  must  be  reversed  and  the  cause  remanded  with  direo- 
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tions  to  adjudge  that  there  is  due  appellant  from  the  estate 
of  Thomas  H.  Hills,  on  a  just  and  true  accounting  of  his 
doings  as  executor  of  the  last  will  and  testament  of  said 
Hills,  $1,040.07;  that  the  property  of  which  Jane  A.  Hills 
died  seised,  inventoried  by  appellant  as  her  estate,  is  prop- 
erty of  the  estate  of  Thomas  H.  Hills,  and,  subject  to  the 
claims  of  creditors  of  Jane  A.  Hills  specified  in  the  findings 
and  whatever  rights  appellant  has  by  or  on  account  of  his 
having  paid  to  Jane  A.  Hills  $1,040.07  in  excess  of  the 
amount  received  by  him  from  the  estate  of  Thomas  H.  Hills, 
belongs,  under  the  will  of  Thomas  H.  Hills,  one  half  to 
plaintiff  and  one  half  to  the  heirs  of  Folena  A.  Hills;  and 
with  farther  directions  that  neither  party  be  allowed  costs 
in  the  trial  court. 

By  the  Cowrt, —  So  ordered,  and  that  appellant  be  allowed 
full  costs  in  this  court. 


New  Yobk  Life  Insubanob  Company,  Appellant,  vs.  Ham- 
lin and  another,  imp.,  Respondents. 

May  7— May  H,  1898, 

Suretyship:  Bond  of  agent:  Modification  of  contract:  Action  5y  insur- 
ance company  on  bond  given  by  svbagent  to  general  a^/ent 

L  The  bond  of  an  insurance  agent,  conditioned  that  he  shall  pay  over 
all  moneys  coming  to  his  hands,  and  all  moneys  for  which  he  may 
be  liable  to  his  principal  on  account  of  loans  or  advances  made  to 
him,  "  during  the  continuance  of  the  present  agency  or  any  future 
agency,"  and  providing  that  it  shall  remain  in  force  as  long  as  said 
agent  shaU  continue  to  be  the  agent  of  said  principal,  "  whether 
under  this  existing  appointment  or  any  future  one,"  is  held  to  cover 
a  continuance  of  the  agency  under  a  new  agreement  modifying 
that  which  was  contemporaneous  with  the  bond. 

2l  a  general  agent  of  an  insurance  company,  to  whom  the  company 
charged  moneys  advanced  for  the  benefit  of  his  subagents,  took 
Vol.  100—2 
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from  a  subagent  a  bond  for  repayment  of  the  adTanoee  made  to 
the  latter.  The  general  agent  was  the  obligee  named  in  the  bond, 
but  it  provided  that  his  right  to  bring  an  action  thereon  should  be 
subject  to  the  paramount  right  of  the  insurance  company,  prior  to 
such  action,  to  demand  from  the  subagent  all  moneys  due  from 
him  on  the  bond,  and  that,  on  his  failure  to  comply  with  such  de* 
mand,  the  company  should  have  the  right  to  sue  on  the  bond  for 
that  or  any  other  breach.  Held,  that  no  assignment  to  the  com- 
pany of  any  right  or  interest  in  the  bond  was  necessary  to  enable 
it  to  maintain  an  action  as  therein  providecL 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Eock 
county:  John  R.  Bennett,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

One  Bust  was  agent  of  plaintiff.  He  appointed  Loomis 
his  agent,  under  a  written  contract  dated  April  24, 1893,  to 
canvass  for  applications  for  insurance  in  the  plaintiff  com- 
pany.  On  May  15th  Loomis  gave  Eust  a  bond,  signed  by 
defendants  Hamlin  and  Ora/nb  as  sureties,  with  certain  con- 
ditions, mentioned  in  the  opinion.  Plaintiff,  at  the  request 
of  Rust,  advanced  money  to  Loomis,  at  different  times,  to 
enable  him  to  carry  on  his  work.  At  different  times,  it  is 
alleged,  Loomis  collected  money  on  account  of  premiimis 
payable  to  plaintiff  on  policies  of  insurance  issued,  and  failed 
to  account  for  the  same,  either  to  Rust  or  to  plaintiff,  al- 
though demand  has  been  made  on  him  so  to  do.  The  plaint- 
iff brings  this  action  upon  the  Loomis  bond  to  Rust,  claiming 
that,  under  the  contracts  and  bond  mentioned,  Loomis  was 
directly  responsible  to  it  for  aU  sums  he  had  received  and 
not  accounted  for.  The  sureties  answered,  denying  that 
Loomis  was  an  agent  of  plaintiff;  alleging  Rust's  death,  and 
that,  if  there  was  any  liability  on  their  bond,  it  was  to  his 
estate,  and  that  plaintiff  had  no  right  to  prosecute  this  ac- 
tion. 

The  case  was  tried  before  a  referee,  who  found  substan- 
tially as  follows :  (1)  That  Rust  was  appointed  a  general  agent 
of  plaintiff  on  March  20, 1893,  and  continued  to  act  as  such 
until  his  death,  about  June  21, 1894.    (2)  That  on  April  24^ 
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1893,  Bust  appointed  Loomis  his  personal  agent,  and  that  he 
continued  his  duties  until  the  spring  of  1894.  (3)  That  on 
May  15, 1893,  Loomis  gave  Bust  his  bond  in  the  penal  sum 
of  $1,000  with  the  defendants  as  sureties.  (4)  That  on  June 
16, 1893,  Bust  again  appointed  Loomis  his  agent,  under  a 
contract  similar  to  the  one  of  April  24th,  except  as  to  com- 
missions allowed,  and  that  the  sureties  had  no  knowledge  of 
this  subsequent  agreement  until  the  trial  of  the  case  before 
the  referee.  (5)  That  on  April  24,  1893,  Bust  agreed  to  ad- 
vance to  Loomis  $30  per  week,  to  be  charged  against  his 
commissions,  for  three  months;  and  afterwards  said  agree- 
ment was  extended  to  January  6, 1894,  at  which  time  it  was 
cut  down  to  $20  per  week,  and  continued  until  February 
10th.  The  money  so  advanced  was  furnished  by  the  com- 
pany, and  charged  to  Bust  on  its  books,  and  no  account  was 
kept  by  the  company  against  Loomis.  (6)  That  an  action 
was  commenced  by  the  company  against  Bust's  bondsmen, 
and  was  settled.  (7)  That  Bust  advanced  to  Loomis,  as  be- 
fore stated,  $1,260 ;  and  that  Loomis  was  entitled  to  certain 
credits,  leaving  a  balance  due  of  $332.16.  (8  and  9  omitted, 
as  unimportant.)  (10)  That  no  action  had  been  commenced 
by  Bust,  in  his  lifetime,  on  the  Loomis  bond.  As  conclu- 
sions Qt  law,  the  referee  found  that  the  plaintiff  was  entitled 
to  judgment  for  the  sum  named. 

Both  parties  filed  exceptions  to  the  referee's  report.  Plaint- 
iflf  moved  to  modify  the  report,  and  defendants  to  modify 
and  to  re-refer  as  to  certain  particulars.  In  the  meantime  de- 
fendants took  the  deposition  of  Loomis  and  one  Harris.  The 
matter  finally  came  on  for  a  hearing  before  the  circuit  court, 
and  the  judge  made*  new  findings ;  1,  2,  3, 4,  and  5  being  the 
same  as  found  by  the  referee.  In  finding  6  the  court  found 
that  the  advances  to  Loomis  were  made  by  Bust,  and  not 
by  the  company  on  Loomis's  account,  and  that  the  money 
paid  over  to  Loomis  by  the  company  was  on  Bust's  account, 
and  charged  to  him.     In  the  eighth  finding  the  court  states 
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that  no  right,  title,  or  interest  nnder  the  Loomis  bond  had 
ever  been  sold  or  transferred  to  the  company  by  Eust  or  his 
administratrix,  and  that  the  company  had,  and  has  now,  no 
right,  title,  or  interest  therein.  As  conclusions  of  law,  the 
court  found  that  the  plaintiff  had  no  right  to  maintain  an 
action  on  the  bond,  and  that  the  defendants  were  entitled 
to  judgment  on  the  merits. 

The  plaintiff  appeals  from  the  judgment  so  entered. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  briefs  by 
RugeTj  NorcTOBs  <&  Htcgery  and  for  the  respondents  on  the 
brief  of  Jackson  <&  Jackson. 

Bajbdebn,  J.  The  evidence  shows  that,  under  the  contract 
between  Eust  and  plaintiff,  the  latter  agreed  to  loan  or  ad- 
vance to  Eust  such  sums  as  he  would  be  obliged  to  pay  to 
his  subagents  in  excess  of  the  first  year's  commissions.  The 
advances  made  to  Loomis  by  the  company  were  made  under 
this  stipulation.  The  bond  in  suit  contained  several  stipula* 
tions  which  are  deemed  material  to  this  litigation.  One  was 
that  Loomis  should  well  and  truly  pay  over  all  moneys  that 
should  come  to  his  hands,  "  as  also  all  moneys  which  he  now 
owes  or  hereafter  may  owe  said  David  H.  Eust,  or  which  he 
may  be  liable  to  said  David  H.  Eust  on  account  of  loans  or 
advances  made  to  said  Edward  A.  Loomis,  Jr.,  during  the 
continuance  of  the  present  agency  of  said  Edward  A.  Loomis, 
Jr.,  or  (jmy  fuinj/re  agency P  Again:  "It  being  understood 
and  agreed  that  this  obligation  shall  not  be  annulled  or  re- 
voked without  the  consent  of  the  said  David  H.  Eust,  but 
shall  be  and  remain  in  force  as  long  as  said  Edward  A. 
Loomis,  Jr.,  shall  continue  to  be  the  agent  of  the  said  David 
H.  Eust,  whether  under  this  existing  appointment  or  any 
future  one.'*  The  last  condition  in  the  bond,  and  the  most 
important,  as  affecting  the  rights  of  the  parties,  is  as  follows: 
"  It  being  also  understood  and  agreed  that  the  right  of  said 
David  H.  Eust  to  bring  suit  on  this  bond,  for  any  breach 
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thereof,  in  his  own  name,  shall  be  subject  to  the  paramount 
right  of  the  said  Neo)  York  lAfe  In^surcmce  (Jompcmy^  should 
it  so  elect,  prior  to  action  brought  by  said  David  H.  Eust 
or  his  executors,  administrators,  or  assigns,  to  demand  of 
said  Edward  A.  Loomis,  Jr.,  all  moneys  due  from  him  under 
this  agreement  with  said  David  H.  Bust,  or  by  this  bond ; 
and  on  the  failure  of  said  Edward  A.  Loomis,  Jr.,  to  comply 
with  said  demand,  the  said  company  shall  have  the  right  to 
sue  upon  this  bond  for  that  or  any  other  breach  assigned." 
The  main  question  for  consideration  is  as  to  the  rights  of 
the  plaintiff  under  this  bond  and  the  situation  as  presented 
in  the  findings.  It  may  be  assumed  as  a  verity  in  the  case 
that  Loomis  is  indebted  on  the  bond  as  found  by  the  referee, 
and  the  defendants  are  liable  to  some  one,  unless  the  con- 
tention of  the  defendants,  that  they  are  not  sureties  for  the  • 
second  contract  between  Bust  and  Loomis,  made  subsequent 
to  the  execution  of  the  bond,  be  admitted.  The  claims  of 
defendants  in  this  regard  may  be  easily  settled  by  reference 
to  the  bond  itself.  The  provisions  quoted  indicate,  beyond 
the  possibility  of  argument,  that  their  undertaking  was  in- 
tended to,  and  did,  cover  the  existing  appointment  of  Loomis 
as  agent, "  or  any  future  agency,"  and  that  they  bound  them- 
selves to  repay  to  Bust,  on  default  of  Loomis  to  do  so,  all 
loans  or  money  advanced  under  the  terms  of  the  agency 
agreement  then  pending  or  any  future  agreement.  This 
view  is  emphasized  by  the  further  stipulation  that  the  bond 
should  not  be  annulled  without  Bust's  consent,  but  should 
remain  in  full  force  so  long  as  Loomis  should  continue  to 
act  as  such  agent,  ^^  whether  under  this  existing  appointment 
or  any  future  one."  The  better  and  generally  received  opin- 
ion is  that  the  contract  of  sureties  is  to  be  construed  the 
same  as  any  other  contract,  and  that  the  same  rules  should 
bd  applied  to  ascertain  the  true  intention  of  the  parties. 
Brandt,  Suretyship  &  G.  §  92,  and  cases  cited.  Where  the 
language  is  plain  and  unambiguous,  the  contract  must  speak 
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for  itself.  Construing  the  language  in  this  bond,  we  have 
no  difficulty  in  saying  that  the  sureties  are  bound  under  both 
contracts,  and  this  must  be  so  under  the  most  strict  construc- 
tion possible.  It  is  so  because  it  comes  within  the  strict 
technical  import  of  the  bond. 

The  right  of  the  plaintiff  to  sue  on  this  bond  was  denied 
by  the  circuit  court  because  Loomis  was  never  its  agent  and 
no  right  or  interest  in  the  bond  had  ever  been  assigned  or 
transferred  to  it,  either  by  Eust,  in  his  lifetime,  or  his  ad- 
ministratrix Concede  that  Loomis  was  never  an  agent  of 
plaintiff,  and  that  all  the  money  advanced  to  him  was 
charged  to  Eust;  the  fact  remains  that^Eust  has  never  re- 
paid all  the  money  so  advanced,  and  that  Loomis  has  never 
repaid  Eust.  "We  are  bound  to  assume  these  facts  to  be  true, 
because  they  are  undisputed.  It  is  also  true  that  neither 
Eust  nor  his  administratrix  has  ever  begun  suit  on  this  bond, 
and  that  plaintiff  duly  made  demand  upon  Loomis  before 
this  suit  was  brought.  The  situation  then  resolves  itself  into 
the  simple  construction  of  the  legal  effect  of  the  last  clause 
of  the  bond,  before  quoted.  If  the  trial  court's  construction 
was  right,  the  judgment  should  be  affirmed.  If  the  referee's 
estimate  of  its  legal  effect  is  correct,  then  the  judgment 
must  be  reversed.  It  requires  no  delving  among  the  books, 
or  any  serious  demand  upon  one's  gray  matter,  to  ascertain 
the  intention  of  the  parties.  Eust  had  agreed  to  make  ad- 
vances to  Loomis.  The  plaintiff  had  agreed  to  make  such 
advances  to  Eust  for  the  benefit  of  his  subagents.  They 
knew  that  the  first  year's  commissions  might  not  be  enough 
to  pay  expenses.  Hence  the  matter  of  advances  was  put  in 
the  bond.  Eust  knew  the  money  was  to  come  from  plaint- 
iff, and  he  provided  in  the  bond  that  his  right  to  bring  suit 
on  it  for  a  breach  by  Loomis  should  be  subject  and  subordi- 
nate to  the  paramount  right  of  plaintiff  to  demand  of  Loomis 
all  moneys  due  on  the  bond ;  and  it  was  further  agreed  that, 
in  default  of  payment  by  Loomis,  the  company  should  have 
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a  right  to  bring  suit  for  the  same.  Can  there  be  any  ques- 
tion but  that  the  plaintiff  was  beneftoiallj  interested  in  the 
money  that  might  become  due  on  this  bond  ?  It  seems  to 
us  not.  The  parties  saw  fit  to  contract  that  under  certain 
conditions  a  beneficial  interest  in  this  bond  should  inure  to 
the  company.  All  of  these  conditions  have  been  met  and 
satisfied,  and,  under  the  evidence,  the  right  of  the  company 
to  enforce  payment  became  absolute,  without  assignment  or 
transfer  by  Rust  or  his  administratrix.  The  fact  that  a  por- 
tion of  the  money  due  the  company  from  Rust  had  been 
paid  by  his  bondsmen  did  not  alter  the  situation.  The  pay- 
ment of  a  part  of  the  debt  is  no  satisfaction  of  the  whole. 
The  circumstances  in  proof  do  not  show  that  the  payment 
by  Kust's  sureties  was  an  accord  and  satisfaction  of  the 
whole  debt.  After  applying  the  payment  so  made,  there 
yet  remained  a  substantial  balance  due. 

We  therefore  hold  that  the  situation  here  presented  comes 
within  the  rule  so  frequently  upheld  and  applied  in  this 
court,  that  where  one  person,  for  a  valuable  consideration, 
engages  with  another  to  do  some  act  for  the  benefit  of  a 
third  person,  the  latter  may  maintain  an  action  upon  such 
engagement,  although  not  a  party  to  it.  CotteriU  v.  Stevens^ 
10  Wis.  422;  Kimball  v.  JVoye^y  17  Wis.  695;  Pukiey  v.  Fa/mr 
ham,  27  Wis.  187;  McDowell  v.  Laefo^  35  Wis.  171;  Basaebt 
I?.  Hvuhes,  43  Wis.  319;  KoUock  v.  ParcK&r,  52  Wis.  393; 
OrarU  v.  Diebold  S.  dk  L.  Go.  77  Wis.  72;  Fulmi&r  v.  Wight- 
man,  87  Wis.  578. 

By  the  Court, —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  with  directions  to  enter 
jadgment  for  the  plaintiff  upon  the  referee's  report. 
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DoTLB  and  others,  by  guardian  ad  Utem^  Respondents,  vs. 

Weus  and  another,  Appellants. 

May  9 —May  t4,  J89S. 

Voluntary  conveyance  by  agedperton:  Fraud:  Undue  influenee:  Burden 

of  proof, 

"L  Where  a  Yolimtary  conveyance  is  made  by  an  aged  person  of  his  en- 
tire property,  without  consideration  and  under  circumstances  of 
secrecy,  to  one  who  stands  in  a  position  of  trust  and  confidence 
to  him,  the  burden  of  proof  is  upon  the  grantee  to  show  that  the 
conveyance  was  not  tainted  with  undue  influence  or  fraud. 

SL  The  presumption  of  undue  influence  and  fraud  in  this  case,  arising 
from  such  a  conveyance  by  an  aged  father  to  his  daughter,  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  children  of  his  son,  is  held  not  to  have  been  ov«> 
come  by  the  evidence. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  county  court  of  Wauke- 
sha county :  M.  S.  Gbiswold,  Judge.    Affirmed, 

This  is  an  action  in  equity  to  set  aside  a  deed  on  the  ground 
of  mental  incompetency  and  undue  influence.  The  deed 
was  made  by  one  Edward  Doyle,  Sr.,  in  favor  of  his  daugh- 
ter, the  defendant  Armie  Wdoh^  and  covered  a  farm  of 
eighty  axsres  in  Waukesha  county,  which  comprised  his 
entire  estate.  The  plaintiffs  are  his  grandchildren,  being 
three  of  the  minor  children  of  a  deceased  son  of  the  grantor, 
also  named  Edward.  The  defendant  EUen  Doyle  is  also  a 
minor  child  of  Edward  Doyle,  Jr.,  who  refused  to  be  joined 
as  plaintiff.  The  facts  appearing  on  the  trial  are  thus  fairly 
and  succinctly  stated  by  the  trial  judge : 

"Edward  Doyle,  Sr.,  had  only  two  children:  A  son,  Ed- 
ward, who  died  about  a  year  before  the  old  gentleman. 
This  son  married,  and  lived  with  the  old  gentleman  on  a 
farm  in  Muskego  for  something  like  fifteen  or  twenty  years 
after  he  married.  He  reared  a  family  on  that  farm  —  a 
family  of  children — three  of  whom  are  plaintiffs  in  this 
action.    He  had  an  only  daughter,  Annie  Wdoh^  who  mar- 
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ried  early,  and  went  to  live  in  Milwaukee.  For  a  short  pe- 
riod she  lived  in  a  small  house  on  the  farm  with  her  father, — 
on  the  farm  belonging  to  her  father, —  with  her  husband. 
It  seems  when  the  son  died  the  old  gentleman  wanted  the 
widow  to  continue  living  on  the  farm  with  him,  and  she, 
not  willing  to  do  so,  said  she  could  not  get  along  with  the 
old  man,  and  she  wanted  to  go  to  Milwaukee  and  live  in 
her  own  house,  or  live  there,  at  least.  The  old  gentleman, 
then,  having  no  other  place  to  go,  went  to  live  with  his 
daughter,  Armie.  About  ten  months  after  that  he  died, 
being  afflicted  with  a  cancer,  which  grew  gradually  worse. 
The  old  gentleman  was  seventy-six  years  of  age,  feeble,  and, 
even  before  he  made  the  deed,  his  disease  was  pronounced 
&tal,  and  it  was  only  a  question  of  time  when  he  would  be 
taken  away. 

"  While  he  lived  on  the  farm,  and  while  his  son,  Edward, 
was  living,  his  expressions  to  other  people,  whenever  he 
spoke  of  Edward,  Jr.,  were  kindly  towards  Edward  having 
the  property,  and  he  would  not  even  let  Annie  Welches  hus- 
band have  a  little  piece  of  ground  that  they  might  occupy 
a  small  house  on  it.  He  stated  on  one  occasion  that  he 
would  never  let  it  go  out  of  the  name  of  Doyle ;  that  he  had 
it  from  his  father,  and  it  would  never  go  out  of  the  name  of 
Doyle.  But  when  he  goes  to  live  with  his  daughter,  Annie^ 
his  first  expressions  are  that  he  would  never  let  his  property 
go  to  the  Haydens ;  that  the  Haydens  were  not  going  to 
to  have  it;  that  he  would  leave  the  property  to  Annie.  His 
expressions  are  brief.  There  are  several  of  them:  That  he 
was  going  to  leave  it  to  Annie,  and  on  three  or  four  occa- 
sions lie  seemed  to  intimate  that  the  reason  was  that  he  did 
not  want  the  Haydens  to  have  it.  He  seemed  to  be  of  the 
impression  that  Mrs.  Doyle,  who  was  a  Hay  den,  would  have 
some  interest  in  his  property,  while  in  fact  she  could  inherit 
no  interest  whatever ;  and  in  this  regard  was  evidence,  as  it 
appears  to  me,  that  he  was  laboring  under  a  mistake.  That 
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he  would  never  give  any  of  it  to  her,  meaning  Mrs.  Doyle. 
That  she  should  never  have  it. 

"  There  is  not  a  scintilla  of  evidence  to  show  that  he  ever 
had  hard  feelings  towards  these  grandchildren.  There  is 
not  a  scintilla  of  evidence  to  show  that  he  meant  to  disin- 
herit the  grandchildren;  only  that  the  Hay  dens,  as  he  ex- 
presses it,  should  not  have  it.  There  is  no  evidence  to  show 
whether,  when  he  went  to  Milwaukee,  his  relation  to  these 
grandchildren  was  one  of  like  or  dislike.  They  lived  with 
their  mother,  and  one  lived  with  the  family  of  Annie  Wdch. 
Now,  about  two  months  or  so  before  the  old  man  died,  Annie 
Welch  stated  to  a  young  man  boarding  there :  *  Father  says 
he  is  going  to  deed  me  all  his  property.  What  do  you  think 
of  it  ?  *  And  the  young  man  said :  *  Take  it ;  take  all  you 
can  get.'  He  testifies  to  this  himself.  About  five  weeks 
before  the  old  man  died  Annie  Welch  goes  to  an  attorney, 
and  stated  to  him  that  her  father  wanted  a  deed  made  of 
the  farm  to  her,  and  on  this  information  the  attorney  drew 
the  deed.  She  went  three  times  to  the  attorney  before  he 
came  to  the  house.  Three  times  Annie  Welch  goes  to  the 
attorney's  office,  and  takes  a  description  of  the  land  with 
her,  and  all  the  terms  of  the  deed ;  or,  at  least,  there  is  no 
evidence  that  the  attorneys  ever  got  any  of  its  terms  from 
any  one  else  except  Annie  Welch.  They,  at  their  office, 
w^ithout  seeing  the  old  gentleman  at  all,  drew  up  a  deed  of 
the  farm  from  old  Mr.  Doyle  to  Annie  Welch  in  considera- 
tion of  one  dollar  and  love  and  affection.  "With  this  deed 
drawn  up  in  that  style  and  for  that  consideration,  the  attor- 
ney goes  to  the  house,  and,  having  entered,  Mrs.  Wdch  calls 
her  father  from  an  adjacent  room.  He  goes  in,  and  the  at- 
torney says,  *  I  understand,  Mr.  Doyle,  that  you  want  to 
draw  some  papers  ? '  Mr.  Doyle  said,  *  Yes ;  I  want  to  deed 
some  property  to  my  daughter;'  and  the  attorney  says, 
*  I've  got  a  deed  here ; '  and  lays  it  down  on  the  table,  and 
Mr.  Doyle  sits  down  and  writes  his  name,  and  Mrs.  Welch 
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calls  ber  daughter  in  from  another  room  to  witness  it.  The 
attorney  says  he  might  have  been  there  five  or  ten  minutes. 
He  did  not  read  it  to  Mr.  Doyle ;  did  not  explain  it  to  him ; 
did  not  explain  to  him  what  the  consideration  was.  The 
form  and  description  were  gotten  from  Mrs.  Welch,  if  from 
any  one.  The  old  man  was  seventy-six  years  of  age,  living 
with  his  daughter  on  the  most  kindly  and  confidential  rela- 
tions. She  was  really  his  agent,  in  so  far  as  getting  the 
deed  executed,  if  she  acted  therein  by  his  instructions.  The 
deed  runs  to  her  without  any  consideration  other  than  love 
and  affection.  The  deed  was  made  when  the  old  gentleman 
was  diseased.  I  do  not  say  that  he  was  incompetent.  I 
think  I  will  find  that  he  was  mentally  competent  to  transact 
business  if  it  was  sulficiently  explained  to  him.  But  there 
is  no  evidence  that  the  deed  was  read  or  explained  to  him ; 
and,  under  the  circumstances,  I  am  forced  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  burden  of  the  proof  is  laid  upon  her  to  show  that 
the  deed,  just  as  it  was,  was  his  free  voluntary  act ;  that  he 
proposed  then  and  there  to  give  her  his  property  absolutely, 
without  consideration,  as  a  gift." 

From  these  facts  the  trial  court  concluded  that  the  grantee 
in  the  deed  had  not  removed  the  presumption  of  undue  in- 
fluence in  obtaining  the  deed,  which  rested  upon  her,  and 
hence  that  the  deed  was  null  and  void,  and  rendered  judg- 
ment accordingly,  from  which  the  defendants  appeal. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Hogers  ds  Mann, 
attorneys,  and  0.  T.  WiUiams,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument 
by  Mr.  WiUia/ma. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Hyan  <&  Merton, 
and  oral  argument  by  T.  jS!  Rycm. 

WmsLow,  J.  The  salutary  rule  that,  where  a  voluntary 
conveyance  is  made  by  an  aged  person  of  his  entire  prop- 
erty, without  consideration,  to  one  who  stands  in  a  position 
of  trust  and  confidence  to  him,  under  circumstances  of  se- 
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creoy,  the  burden  of  proof  is  upon  the  grantee  to  show  that 
the  conveyanoe  was  untainted  with  undue  influence  or  fraud, 
has  been  frequently  laid  down  by  this  court.  Dams  v.  De<m^ 
66  "Wis.  100;  Cole  v.  Getemger,  96  Wis.  559.  The  county 
judge  rightly  concluded  that  this  was  such  a  case,  and,  being 
such  a  case,  that  the  evidence  was  not  sufficient  to  overcome 
the  presumption  of  undue  influence  and  fraud. 
By  the  Cowrt. —  Judgment  aflirmed. 
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May  9 —May  B4, 1898. 
Appeal:  Jurisdiction:  Dismissal:  "Amount  involvedL^ 

1.  Where  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  of  an  appeal,  a  dismissal  must 
follow,  whether  a  motion  be  made  to  that  effect  or  not,  under  the 
rule  that  consent  or  waiver  cannot  confer  jurisdiction  of  the  sub- 
ject matter. 

2b  Under  the  statute  (Laws  of  1897,  oh.  188)  prohibiting  appeals,  except 
on  the  certificate  of  the  trial  court  submitting  cUffioult  questions 
of  law  for  decision,  where  the  amount  inyolved  is  less  than  $100 
exclusive  of  costs,  the  **  amount  involved  '*  refers  to  the  amount  in 
dispute  as  the  case  stands  in  the  appellate  courts  without  regard 
to  the  amoimt  of  the  judgment  appealed  from  or  that  claimed  in 
the  pleading& 

8.  If  the  amount  claimed  be  over  $100,  but  the  opposite  party  admits  a 
part,  leaving  less  than  |100  in  dispute,  then  the  amount  involved 
is  less  than  |100,  within  the  meaning  of  the  appeal  statute. 
[Syllabus  by  Marshat.Ti,  J.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  "Wauke- 
sha county:  Jambs  J.  Dick,  Circuit  Judge.  Appeal  dis- 
missed. 

Action  to  recover  possession  of  a  quantity  of  oats  held  by 
defendants  on  the  alleged  ground  that  they  were  entitled 
to  do  so  by  virtue  of  a  lien  thereon  for  cleaning  and  elevator 
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charges.  Plaintiff  admitted  defendants'  claim  to  a  special 
property  in  the  oats  to  the  extent  of  $56.49.  The  only  con- 
troversy on  the  trial  was  as  to  the  price  agreed  upon  between 
the  parties  for  services  regarding  the  oats,  plaintiff  contend- 
ing that  one  cent  per  bushel  was  the  price  for  both  cleaning 
and  storage  for  the  first  month,  and  one  half  a  cent  per 
month  thereafter,  and  defendants  contending  that  the  price 
was  one  cent  per  bushel  for  cleaning  and  the  same  for  stor- 
ing. At  the  close  of  plaintiff's  testimony  the  court  directed 
a  nonsuit  upon  the  ground  that  the  evidence  conclusively 
established  defendants'  special  property  as  claimed  by  them, 
to  wit,  $127.97,  and  the  right  to  the  possession  of  the  grain 
by  virtue  thereof.  Judgment  was  rendered  accordingly, 
from  which  plaintiff  appealed. 

Z>.  eT".  SemXook,  for  the  appellant. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  liycm  dk  Merton^ 
and  oral  argument  by  T.  E,  Ryan. 

w 

Marshall,  J.  The  first  question  that  must  be  decided  in 
this  case  is.  Does  the  right  of  appeal  exist  under  ch.  183, 
Laws  of  1897  ?  That  provides  that  no  appeal  shall  be  taken 
to  the  supreme  court  in  any  case,  from  any  judgment,  when 
the  amount  involved  is  less  than  $100  exclusive  of  costs, 
unless  the  title  to  land  shall  be  in  question,  or  the  judge  of 
the  court  in  which  such  judgment  was  rendered  shall  cer- 
tify that  the  case  necessarily  involves  the  decision  of  some 
question  or  point  of  law  of  such  doubt  and  difficulty  as  to 
require  the  decision  of  the  same  by  the  supreme  court,  or 
that  it  necessarily  involves  the  construction  or  interpreta- 
tion of  some  provision  of  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States  or  of  the  constitution  of  this  state.  The  question  is, 
whether  the  amount  involved  in  this  case,  as  presented  in 
this  court,  is  $100  exclusive  of  costs.  If  that  must  be  an- 
swered in  the  negative,  then,  obviously,  the  court  has  no 
jurisdiction,  and  a  dismissal  must  follow,  and  that  without 
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regard  to  whether  any  motion  was  made  by  respondent  for 
such  dismissal.  The  court  is  required  to  determine  the  ques- 
tion of  its  own  jurisdiction  in  every  case,  whether  raised  by 
the  parties  or  not,  and  refuse  to  exercise  jurisdiction  if  none 
exists,  even  against  the  request  of  litigants,  under  a  familiar 
rule  that  consent  of  parties  cannot  clothe  the  court  with 
jurisdiction  of  the  subject  matter. 

"  The  amount  involved,"  as  the  term  is  used  in  the  statute, 
is  not,  necessarily,  the  amount  claimed  in  the  complaint  on 
plaintiff's  appeal,  or  the  amount  of  the  judgment  on  defend- 
ant's appeal,  but  the  amount  actually  in  controversy  between 
the  parties  as  the  case  stands  in  this  court.  That  subject 
was  treated  in  JSnrkharcU  v.  JElgee,  93  Wis.  29,  where,  though 
the  amount  claimed  in  the  complaint  was  over  $300,  the  evi- 
dence showed  that  in  no  aspect  of  the  case  could  the  plaint- 
iff recover  $100  damages.  In  that  situation  the  court  held 
that  the  amount  involved,  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute, 
was  less  than  $100,  hence  dismissed  the  appeal.  Similar 
laws  have  received  similar  construction  in  many  jurisdic- 
tions. In  A.  EaU  Terra  CoUa  Co.  v.  Doyle^  133  N.  Y.  603, 
the  judgment  was  $652,  being  the  amount  claimed  in  the 
complaint.  Defendant  admitted  $402,  and  it  was  held  that 
the  amount  involved  was  the  difference  between  the  $652 
claimed  and  the  $402  admitted.  So  in  ^ew  England  Mort- 
gage Secfwrity  Co.  v.  Gay^  145  TJ.  S.  123,  plaintiff  appealed 
from  a  judgment  in  its  favor.  The  amount  claimed,  except 
what  the  court  decided  was  usurious  and  therefore  not  re- 
coverable, was  not  disputed,  and  on  that  state  of  the  case  it 
was  held  that  the  amount  of  the  usury  was  the  true  amount 
involved  within  the  meaning  of  the  appeal  statute.  Again  in 
SchuUz  V.  HoZbrooTc^  86  Iowa,  569,  where  the  amount  claimed 
in  the  complaint  was  more  than  $100,  but  it  appeared  on 
the  face  of  the  pleading  that  the  statute  of  limitations  had  run 
as  to  a  part,  leaving  less  recoverable  than  $100,  it  was  .held, 
on  plaintiff's  appeal,  that  the  amount  involved  was  less  than 
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$100.  Again,  in  Stmson  v.  Cook,  53  Kan.  179,  an  action  in 
replevin,  where  plaintiff  recovered  part  and  defendant  part 
of  the  property  in  dispute:  On  plaintiflf's  appeal  it  was  held 
that  the  amount  involved  was  the  amount  of  the  property 
he  failed  to  recover.  To  the  same  effect  are  J^ash  v.  Beck- 
man,  86  Iowa,  249;  Board  of  GomrrCra  of  Dearborn  Co.  v. 
Kyle,  137  Ind.  421;  Buckstaffv.  RuaaeU,  151  TJ.  S.  626;  City 
Bamk  v.  Evmier,  152  U.  S.  512.  So  the  real  test  is,  What 
is  the  amount  involved  as  the  case  appears  in  the  appellate 
court  ?    Decker  v.  Williams,  73  Fed.  Rep.  308. 

From  the  foregoing  it  follows  beyond  controversy  that 
the  amount  involved  here,  within  our  appeal  statute,  is  the 
difference  between  the  value  of  defendants'  special  property 
in  the  oats  according  to  the  judgment,  exclusive  of  costs,  or 
$127.97,  and  the  $56.49  conceded  by  plaintiff,  such  difference 
being  $71.48.  Therefore  the  judgment  is  not  appealable 
except  on  a  certificate  of  the  trial  judge  as  provided  by  law. 

By  the  Court. —  The  appeal  is  dismissed. 
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Tenants  in  common.  100  81 

118       H49 
1  Although  at  the  time  when  a  fence  was  built  the  exact  location  of  iqq  g| 

the  true  boundary  line  was  not  known  by  the  parties,  yet  where  114       ^214 

the  line  of  the  fence  was  considered  to  be  such  true  line,  acquie^ 

oenoe  therein  and  undisputed  possession  up  to  the  fence  for  over 

forty  years  raises  a  strong  presumption  that  the  line  so  recognized 

is  the  true  line;  and  such  presumption  is  not  overcome  by  the  mere  j  i^^        ,  f^J 

fact  that  a  survey,  made  long  after  government  monuments  have : 

been  obliterated  or  lost,  reveals  another  line. 

2.  Possession  by  one  tenant  in  common,  adverse  to  a  third  person,  is 

the  possession  of  all  the  cotenants. 
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S,  Proof  of  uninterrupted,  open,  and  exclusive  possession  of  land  for  a 
period  of  over  twenty  years,  by  one  not  owning  the  legal  title  and 
his  privies,  if  unexplained,  establishes  the  fact  of  adverse  possession 
from  the  beginning. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Wauke- 
sha county:  James  J.  Diok,  Circuit  Judge.    Jieversed. 

Ejectment  for  a  small  strip  of  land,  containing  about  -j^ 
acres.  On  October  18,  1839,  one  John  Eock  entered  the 
land  owned  by  both  plaintiff  and  defendant.  The  title  to 
the  east  half  of  the  tract  came  by  mesne  conveyances  to 
plaintiff,  and  of  the  west  half  to  defendant.  In  1856  the 
title  to  plaintiif's  land  was  in  one  Philip  Heavner,  and  that 
of  defendant  in  Alois  Mallsacher.  At  that  time  there  was  a 
fence,  supposed  to  be  on  the  line  between  the  two  tracts,  and 
which  has  been  maintained  substantially  in  the  same  place 
to  the  day  of  triaL  Shortly  prior  to  the  commencement  of 
this  action,  the  plaintiff  procured  a  survey  of  the  land  to  be 
made,  from  which  it  appears  that  defendant's  fence  is  over 
on  plaintiff's  land  a  little  less  than  twelve  feet.  The  evi- 
dence of  defendant  tends  to  show  that  Mallsacher  and  Heav- 
ner agreed  on  this  fence  as  the  boundary  line,  and  that 
defendant's  grantor  was  to  keep  up  the  north  half  and 
plaintiff's  grantor  the  south  half.  The  fence  has  since  been 
so  maintained  by  the  owners  of  the  land.  Defendant's  father 
purchased  the  westerly  tract  in  1856,  and  the  land  has  been 
cultivated  and  worked  for  farm  purposes  up  to  the  fence 
since  that  time. 

Defendant's  father  died  in  1867,  leaving  a  wife  and  sev- 
eral children.  Defendant  continued  to  reside  on  and  work 
the  farm,  and  in  1877  secured  quitclaim  deeds  from  the  other 
heirs  of  their  interest  in  the  land. 

The  court  found  that  the  plaintiff  was  the  owner  of,  and 
entitled  to  the  possession  of,  the  disputed  strip,  and  judg- 
ment was  entered  for  the  recovery  of  the  possession  of  the 
same.    From  this  judgment  the  defendant  appeals. 
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For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Christian  Doerfier^ 
and  oral  argument  by  John  H.  Roemer.  They  argued,  among 
other  things,  that  in  order  to  create  the  privity  of  estate 
requisite  to  enable  the  subsequent  occupant  to  tack  to  hift 
possession  that  of  a  prior  occupant  it  is  not  necessary  that 
there  should  be  a  conveyance  in  writing.  The  possession  of 
the  prior  occupant  may  be  passed  by  operation  of  Jaw,  as  in 
case  of  descent.  Wood,  Limitations  (2d  ed.),  §  271;  Newell, 
Ejectment,  Y40;  Sedgwick  &  W.  Trial  Tit.  Land  (2d  ed.), 
§§  747,  748;  Sh&rin  v.  BrackeU,  36  Minn.  152. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Ryan  <b  Mertony 
and  oral  argument  by  T.  E.  Rycm.  They  contended,  i/nier 
dUa,  that  while  it  is  not  necessary,  in  order  to  create  such 
privity  as  will  enable  a  subsequent  occupant  to  tack  his  pos- 
session to  that  of  the  prior  occupant,  that  there  should  be  a 
conveyance  in  writing,  and  although  such  prior  possession 
may  be  transferred  by  parol,  yet  it  must  clearly  appear  that 
the  particular  premises,  as  in  this  case  the  strip  in  dispute, 
were  in  fact  embraced  in  the  deed  or  transfer  in  whatever 
form  it  may  have  been  made.  No  presumption  can  be  in- 
dulged  in  on  this  subject.  The  defendant  wholly  failed  to 
show  any  such  transfer  of  the  premises  or  the  strip  in  dis- 
pute, and  is  therefore  not  permitted  under  the  law  to  tack 
the  previous  possession  of  his  father  to  his  in  order  to  make 
out  the  statutory  bar.  Rycm  v,  Schvoa/rtz^  94  Wis.  403 ;  Sydr 
nor  V.  Palmery  29  id.  252;  Gfraeven  v.  Dieves^  68  id.  317; 
AUard  v.  Fikzgerdld,  87  id.  516;  AIUb  v.  Field,  89  id.  327. 

Babbsen,  J.    The  undisputed  evidence  shows  that  in  1856, 

at  the  time  defendant's  father  purchased  the  westerly  tract, 

he  was  informed  that  the  fence  was  on  the  true  line,  by  both 

his  grantor  and  Heavner,  the  owner  of  the  other  tract,  and 

that  it  was  then  agreed  which  portion  of  the  fence  each 

should  keep  up.    It  is  further  established  beyond  dispute 

that  defendant's  father  occupied  the  premises  on  his  side,  up 
Vol.  100—8 
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to  the  fence,  until  his  death  in  1867,  and  that  defendant  re- 
maJned  in  possession  with  the  consent  of  the  other  heirs^ 
and  as  one  of  the  claimants  to  the  land,  until  he  secured 
their  title,  and  thence  on  to  the  commencement  of  this  suit. 
It  is  also  equally  certain  that  when  the  fence  was  first  es- 
tablished the  exact  location  of  the  true  line  was  not  known 
by  the  parties,  but  that  the  location  where  the  fence  was  act- 
ually built  was  considered  the  true  line,  and  was  agreed 
upon  and  lived  up  to  for  over  forty  years  without  question. 
Long  acquiescence  in  the  line  so  established,  with  undisputed 
possession  for  such  a  long  period  of  time,  raises  a  strong  pre- 
sumption that  the  line  so  recognized  is  the  true  line,  and  is 
not  overcome  by  the  mere  fact  that  a  survey,  made  long 
after  government  monuments  have  been  obliterated  or  lost, 
reveals  another  line.  Such  is  the  holding  in  Welton  v.  Poyn- 
ter,  96  Wis.  346,  and  is  a  rule  in  favor  of  the  stability  of 
title. 

The  possession  of  defendant  or  his  father  was  not  simply 
permissive.  It  was  distinctly  hostile,  and  founded  upon  the 
agreement  and  location  of  the  fence.  The  son's  possession 
was  co-extensive  with  that  of  his  father.  He  held  the  prem- 
ises after  his  father's  death,  claiming  an  interest  in  his  own 
right,  and  by  permission  and  imder  agreement  with  the 
other  heirs.  The  possession  of  one  tenant  in  common  is  the 
possession  of  all  the  cotenants.  Newell,  Ejectment,  128, 129. 
And  in  general  all  acts  done  by  a  cotenant,  relating  to  or 
affecting  the  common  property,  are  presumed  to  have  been 
done  for  the  benefit  of  all  the  cotenants. 

Independently  of  the  agreement  to  establish  the  line,  there 
seems  to  be  ample  proof  of  possession  of  defendant,  and 
those  in  privity  with  him,  to  carry  it  far  beyond  the  statu- 
tory period  of  limitation.  Sec.  4207,  K.  S.  1878,  provides 
that  "  no  action  for  the  recovery  of  real  property  or  the  pos- 
session thereof,  shall  be  maintained,  unless  it  appear  that 
the  plaintifF,  his  ancestor,  predecessor  or  grantor,  was  seized 
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or  possessed  of  the  premises  in  question,  within  twenty 
years  before  the  commencement  of  such  action."  The  an- 
swer sets  up  that  the  plaintiif  has  not  been  so  seised  or  pos- 
sessed, and  the  proof  amply  sustains  such  contention.  When 
plaintiff  produced  proof  of  title  from  the  common  grantor, 
showing  legal  title  in  himself,  under  sec.  4210,  E.  S.  1878, 
the  presumption  arose  that  he  had  been  possessed  of  the  dis- 
puted premises  Avithin  the  time  prescribed  by  law,  and  that 
the  possession  of  defendant  was  deemed  to  have  been  under, 
and  in  subordination  to,  the  legal  title.  When,  however, 
the  defendant  showed  uninterrupted,  open,  and  exclusive 
possession  for  a  period  of  over  twenty  years,  by  himself  and 
his  privies,  such  possession,  unexplained,  established  the  fact 
of  adverse  possession  from  the  beginning.  This  question  is 
so  fully  and  ably  discussed  in  Wilkins  v.  Nicolai^  99  Wis. 
178,  that  it  needs  but  a  reference  to  that  case  to  settle  the 
questions  here  involved  adversely  to  the  plaintiff.  Here 
there  was  no  attempt  made  to  explain  away  or  attack  the 
character  or  nature  of  defendant's  possession,  so  that  under 
the  rule  laid  down  in  the  cases  cited  the  finding  and  judg- 
ment should  have  been  for  defendant. 

By  the  Cawrt —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  with  directions  to  enter 
judgment  for  the  defendant. 


The  State  vs.  Baynb. 

May  9 — May  £4, 1898. 

Intoxicating  liquors:  License  to  sell:  Transfer:  Consent  of  town  hoard, 

1.  A  license  issued  by  a  town  board  of  supervisors  under  the  laws  of 
this  state  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  is  not  transferable 
even  with  the  consent  of  such  town  board« 
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1^  One  who  files  a  bond  which  is  approved  by  the  town  board,  but  pays 
no  money  to  the  town,  and  proceeds  to  sell  intoxicating  liquors,  act- 
ing in  good  faith  upon  a  transfer  to  him  of  a  license  issued  to  a 
third  person,  by  authority  and  with  the  consent  of  the  town  board, 
may  nevertheless  be  convicted  of  selling  liquors  without  a  license. 

Reportbd  from  the  circuit  court  for  Marathon  county: 
Chas.  V.  Bakdeen,  Circuit  Judge. 

The  Attorney  Oeneralj  for  the  plaintiff. 
[No  appearance  for  the  defendant.] 

Cassoday,  0.  J.  It  appears  from  the  record  that  July  6, 
1897,  the  town  board  of  the  town  of  Spencer  granted  to  one 
Peter  J.  Backes  a  license,  under  the  law,  to  vend  and  sell 
liquors  in  said  town  for  one  year,  he  paying  therefor  the 
amount  of  license  money  required  and  filing  the  requisite 
bond;  that  about  the  1st  of  August  of  that  year  the  defend- 
ant rented  the  saloon  building  of  Backes,  and  applied  to  the 
town  board  to  transfer  to  him  the  license  so  issued  to  Backes ; 
that  August  10, 1897,  the  town  board,  at  a  special  meeting, 
voted  to  transfer  the  license  of  Backes  to  the  defendant 
upon  his  filing  a  bond ;  that  such  bond  was  filed  and  ap- 
proved, and  thereupon  the  town  clerk  wrote  across  the  back 
of  the  license  issued  to  Backes  a  transfer  of  the  same  to  the 
defendant;  that  no  money  was  paid  to  the  town  by  the  de- 
fendant, nor  was  any  license  issued  to  him  in  fact ;  that  the 
defendant  thereupon  opened  his  saloon,  and  carried  on  the 
business  of  selling  liquor,  claiming  to  act  under  the  transfer 
to  him  of  the  Backes  license. 

The  defendant  was  arrested  upon  a  warrant  issued  by  a 
justice  of  the  peace,  charging  him  with  having,  on  Septem- 
ber 14,  1897,  sold,  dealt,  and  trafficked  in  spirituous  and 
malt  liquors,  without  first  having  procured  a  Ucense  therefor 
according  to  law.  A  trial  of  the  action  was  had  according 
to  law,  and  the  defendant  was  found  guilty,  and  fined,  and 
thereafter  took  an  appeal  to  the  circuit  court.    The  action 
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was  brought  to  trial  in  the  circuit  court  at  the  November 
term  thereof  for  1897,  upon  such  complaint,  and  the  defend- 
ant was  found  guilty  upon  the  undisputed  facts  stated.  It 
was  admitted  on  the  trial  that  it  was  the  custom  of  a  great 
many  towns  in  northern  Wisconsin  to  permit  the  transfer  of 
licenses  issued  for  the  sale  of  malt  and  intoxicating  liquors 
in  the  manner  this  was  transferred,  and  that  the  defendant 
in  this  action  acted  in  good  faith  and  not  with  intent  to 
evade  the  requirements  of  the  law. 

Certain  questions  of  law  having  arisen  in  the  case,  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  judge,  were  so  important  and  so  doubt- 
ful as  to  require  the  decision  of  this  court  thereon,  thereupon, 
after  verdict,  and  before  sentence,  and  at  the  request  of  the 
defendant,  the  trial  judge  reported  the  same  to  this  court, 
pursuant  to  sec.  4721,  E.  S.  1878,  for  decision,  as  follows: 
"  (1)  Is  a  license  issued  by  a  town  board  of  supervisors  for 
the  sale  of  spirituous,  malt,  and  intoxicating  liquors  under 
the  laws  of  this  state  transferable  with  the  consent  of  such 
town  board  ?  (2)  Where  the  defendant  files  a  bond  which 
is  approved  by  the  town  board,  but  pays  no  money  to  the 
town,  and  proceeds  to  sell  such  liquors,  acting  in  good  faith, 
upon  a  transfer  to  him  of  a  license  issued  to  a  third  person, 
by  authority  and  with  the  consent  of  the  town  board,  can 
such  defendant  be  lawfully  convicted  and  punished  as  and 
for  a  violation  of  the  law  for  selling  liquors  without  a  license  ? 
(3)  Upon  the  facts  stated,  was  the  defendant  lawfully  con- 
victed?" 

The  statutes  provide,  in  effect,  that  town  boards  may  grant 
licenses,  under  the  conditions  and  restrictions  therein  con- 
tained, to  such  persons  as  they  may  deem  proper,  to  keep 
saloons  and  sell  intoxicating  liquors ;  that  such  licenses  shall 
remain  in  force  until  the  first  Tuesday  in  July  next  after 
granting  the  same,  unless  sooner  revoked  by  the  board ;  that 
the  application  for  such  license  shall  be  in  writing,  and  state 
the  Idnd  of  license  applied  for,  and  designate  the  premises 
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where  such  liquors  shall  be  sold;  that  such  license  shall  not 
be  delivered  to  the  applicant  until  he  shall  produce  and  file 
with  the  clerk  a  receipt  showing  the  payment  of  the  sum 
required  therefor  to  the  proper  treasurer,  and  file  with  the 
clerk  the  bond  provided  for  therein.  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats, 
sees.  1548, 1549.  The  statutes  further  provide  that  if  any 
person  shall  sell  liquors,  ^^  without  first  having  obtained  a 
license  or  permit  therefor,  aa  required  hj  this  chapter  [ch.  66], 
he  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  on  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  punished  therefor,"  etc.  There  is 
no  pretense  that  the  defendant  had  obtained  any  license  as 
required  by  that  chapter. 

The  powers  of  the  town  board  were  purely  statutory.  It 
could  o^ly  exercise^ such  powers  as  were  expressly  granted 
to  it  by  statute,  or  necessarily  impUed  from  the  powers  so 
granted.  £aton  v,  Mo/nitowoo  Co.  44  Wis.  489;  Smith  v. 
Toddy  55  Wis.  459;  Jackson  v.  Jacksonportj  56  Wis.  310; 
Cathcart  v.  Comstock,  56  Wis.  607;  Wright  v.  Zettel,  60  Wis. 
168.  The  statutes  cited  only  authorized  the  town  board  to 
grant  licenses  "  to  such  persons  as  they  deem  proper^^^  and 
then  only  upon  the  conditions  and  under  the  restrictions 
therein  prescribed.  The  board  was  thus  required  to  exer- 
cise judgment  and  discretion  in  the  selection  of  proper  per- 
sons to  be  so  licensed ;  and  then,  after  such  license  should 
be  granted,  the  board  was  still  required  to  revoke  the  same 
in  case  the  licensee  should  be  found  to  be  an  improper  per- 
son. A  license  granted  is  a  mere  privilege  to  be  enjoyed 
while  the  conditions  and  restrictions  are  complied  with,  and 
implies  special  confidence  and  trust  in  the  licensee.  Mei/ro- 
politan  Board  v.  Barrie,  34  N.  Y.  657.  From  the  very  nat- 
ure of  things,  such  a  license  is  not  assignable  at  common 
law.  Black,  Intox.  Liq.  §  130,  p.  169,  and  cases  cited ;  Alger 
V.  Weston^  14  Johns.  231 ;  Heath  v,  State^  105  Ind.  342 ;  State 
ex  rd,  Edwards  v.  Commas  of  Sumter  Co.  22  Fla.  1 ;  Blu- 
TTienthaffs  Petition^  125  Pa-  St.  412;  Monroe^  Appeal^  181 
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Pa.  St.  233.  The  fact  that  the  defendant  rented  the  saloon 
from  Backes,  and  took  an  assignment  of  his  license,  there- 
fore, gave  him  no  authority  to  sell  under  the  license  issued 
to  the  latter.  Id.  Thus^  in  the  Pennsylvania  cases  cited, 
it  was  held  that  ^^  the  right  to  sell  liquors  under  a  licenise 
granted  by  the  state  is  personal  to  the  licensee,  is  not  as- 
signable, does  not  pass  to  personal  representatives,  and  there* 
fore  cannot  be  transferred  unless  as  expressly  authorized  by 
an  act  of  assembly."  And  again,  that  '^  a  liquor  license  is 
a  personal  privilege,  which  ends  with  the  life  of  the  licensee. 
It  is  not  assignable  by  him,  does  not  go  to  his  personal  rep- 
resentatives, and  is  not  an  asset  of  his  estate."  True,  the 
town  board  sanctioned  such  transfer,  but,  as  indicated  in 
some  of  the  cases  cited,  the  statute  gave  no  authority  for 
such  transfer,  and  without  such  authority  no  transfer  could 
be  made.  We  are  clearly  of  the  opinion  that  the  transfer  of 
the  license,  and  the  action  of  the  town  board  thereon,  were 
without  authority  of  law  and  void. 

By  the  Court. —  The  first  question  propounded  is  answered 
in  the  negative,  and  the  second  and  third  are  each  answered 
in  the  affirmative. 

Babdeest,  J.,  took  no  part. 


NoKTHEEN  Pacific  Railway  Company,  Appellant,  vs.  Do- 

HERTY,  Respondent. 

January  IS— June  £3, 1808. 

Railroads:  Land  grants:  Selection  of  terminus:  Consolidation  of  com- 
panics:  Maps  of  proposed  route:  Unauthorized  filing. 

L  The  act  of  Congress,  July  2, 1864,  authorizing  the  Northern  Pacific 
Baibraeul  Company,  thereby  incorporated,  to  construct  a  railroad, 
'^  beginning  at  a  point  on  Lake  Superior,  in  the  state  of  Minnesota 
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or  Wisconsin,  thence  westerly  by  the  most  eligible  route  •  .  . 
to  some  point  on  Puget  Sound,"  left  the  exact  location  of  both 
termini  to  the  decision  of  the  corporation  itsell 

2L  Under  said  act,  the  selection  of  a  terminus,  once  deliberately  made^ 
was  final  and  exhausted  the  power  of  choica 

&  The  company  was  not,  howoTer,  by  the  terms  of  the  act,  confined  to 
a  single  point  on  lAke  Superior;  and,  the  shore  line  of  the  lake 
being  parallel  with  the  necessary  route  of  the  proposed  railroad, 
the  mere  fact  that  the  road  had  touched  a  harbor  at  the  west  end 
of  the  lake  did  not  deprive  the  company  of  power  to  select,  as  its 
terminus,  a  point  farther  eastward  on  said  lake. 

4  The  purchase  by  the  Northern  P^ific  Railroad  Company  of  a  half 
interest  in  the  track  of  another  company  between  Duluth  and  a 
point  west  thereof,  and  the  operation  of  the  same,  in  connection 
with  its  main  line  westward,  both  in  common  with  such  other  com- 
pany and  under  a  lease  of  the  other  company^  lines;*  did  not  con- 
stitute a  consolidation,  confederation,  or  association  of  the  two 
companies  such  as  was  contemplated  and  authorized  by  sea  3  of 
the  act  of  1864  or  amount  to  a  practical  selection  of  Duluth  as  the 
eastern  terminus  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company  such 
as  would  preclude  the  selection  of  some  other  point  for  such  termi- 
nus, especially  since  the  act  of  Congress  required  that  the  Northern 
FSocifio  Railroad  Company  should  obtain  the  consent  of  the  legisla- 
ture of  any  state  through  which  its  line  might  pass,  and  the  con- 
sent of  the  legislature  of  Minnesota  had  been  given  with  a  proviso 
that,  if  the  eastern  terminus  of  the  road  should  be  located  east  of 
that  state,  then  the  company  should  construct  or  cause  to  be  con- 
structed a  line  from  its  main  line  to  the  waters  of  Lake  Superior 
within  the  state  of  Minnesota. 

&  A  map  showing  a  proposed  route  for  the  proposed  railroad,  filed  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  the  president  of  the  Northern  Pa- 
cific Railroad  Company,  without  any  authority  from  its  board  of 
directors  or  otherwise,  and  rejected  by  the  land  commissioner  and 
the  Secretary  because  it  did  not  comply  with  the  rules  and  regula- 
tions of  the  land  department,  did  not  operate  as  a  selection  by  the 
company  of  the  eastern  terminus  shown  thereon* 

Appkax  from  an  order  of  the  superior  court  of  Douglas 
county:  Charles  Smith,  Judge.    Beversed. 

This  is  an  appeal  from  an  order  appointing  commissioners 
in  condemnation  proceedings  upon  the  petition  of  Doherty. 
Doherty  owns  ,the  S.  W.  i  of  section  4,  township  47  N.,  of 
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range  11  W.,  in  Douglas  county,  Wisconsin,  having  made  a 
homestead  entry  thereof  November  8, 1882,  and  obtained  a 
patent  February  6, 1890.  The  appellant  claims  a  right  of 
way  from  east  to  west  100  feet  in  width  across  this  quarter 
section  upon  which  its  railway  line  is  constructed  and  op- 
erated. This  right  of  way  has  never  been  acquired  by  the 
appellant  or  its  grantor,  the  Northern  Pacific  Eailroad  Com- 
pany, by  purchase  or  by  condemnation,  but  the  appellant 
claims  it  by  virtue  of  the  terms  of  the  act  of  Congress  ap- 
proved July  2,  1864,  incorporating  the  Northern  Pacific 
Eailroad  Company,  and  granting  to  it,  among  other  rights 
and  privileges,  a  right  of  way  through  the  public  lands  of 
the  United  States.  This  act  authorized  the  corporation 
thereby  created  to  construct  a  railroad  "beginning  at  a 
point  on  Lake  Superior,  in  the  state  of  Minnesota  or  Wis- 
consin," westward  to  "some  point  on  Puget  Sound,"  and 
the  controlling  question  in  this  case  is  whether  the  eastern 
terminus  of  the  railroad  constructed  under  the  act  is  at  Du- 
luth,  Minnesota,  or  at  Ashland,  Wisconsin.  If  at  Duluth, 
then  the  company  acquired  no  right  of  way  over  any  public 
lands  in  Wisconsin,  but  if  at  Ashland,  then  it  did  acquire 
right  of  way  over  public  lands  in  Wisconsin,  including  the 
land  in  question,  by  virtue  of  the  act  of  incorporation. 

The  facts  were  not  in  dispute,  and  were  all  settled  by  a 
written  stipulation.  From  this  stipulation  the  following 
facts  appear: 

On.  July  2, 1864,  the  land  in  question  was  public  land  of 
the  United  States.  On  November  8,  1882,  the  petitioner, 
Doherty,  made  a  homestead  entry  thereof,  and  thereafter 
complied  with  the  homestead  laws,  and  received  a  patent 
from  the  United  States,  purporting  to  convey  the  lands, 
February  6, 1890.  In  December,  1883,  the  Northern  Pacific 
Bailroad  Company  took  possession  of  the  strip  in  contro- 
versy, and  constructed  a  railroad  upon  it,  and  remained  in 
pocssession  operating  the  railroad  until  August  31, 1896,  when 
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all  the  property,  rights,  and  franchises  of  said  railroad  com- 
pany were  sold  to  the  appellant,  the  Northern  PcLcific  RaUr 
way  Compcmy^  a  Wisconsin  corporation,  which  is  duly  or- 
ganized to  operate  said  railroad,  and  has  occupied  said  strip 
for  railroad  purposes. 

The  Northern  Pacific  Eailroad  Company,  of  which  the 
appellant  is  the  successor  in  interest,  was  organized  by,  and 
obtained  its  rights  under,  an  act  of  Congress  approved 
July  2, 1864,  and  entitled  "  An  act  granting  lands  to  aid  in 
the  construction  of  a  railroad  and  telegraph  line  from  Lake 
Superior  to  Puget  Sound  on  the  Pacific  coast  by  the  north- 
era  route."  By  the  first  section  of  this  a^t,  a  corporation 
created  thereby  was  authorized  to  lay  out  and  construct  a 
continuous  railroad  and  telegraph  line  beginning  at  a  point 
on  Lake  Superior,  in  the  state  of  Minnesota  or  Wisconsin, 
thence  westerly  upon  the  most  eligible  route,  as  shall  be  de- 
termined by  said  company,  within  the  United  States  and 
north  of  the  forty-fifth  degree  of  latitude,  to  some  point  on 
Puget  Sound.  By  the  second  and  third  sections  of  the  same 
act  the  right  of  way  through  the  public  lands  of  the  United 
States  was  granted  to  said  railroad  company,  its  successors 
and  assigns,  for  the  construction  of  the  line,  and  it  was  also 
pro\dded  that,  if  its  route  should  be  found  to  be  upon  the 
same  general  line  as  the  route  of  another  railroad  which 
owned  a  previous  land  grant  from  the  United  States,  the 
amount  of  said  previous  land  grant  should  be  deducted  from 
the  amount  granted  by  this  act,  provided  that  the  railroad 
owning  the  previous  grant  might  assign  its  interests  to  the 
Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company,  or  might  consolidate, 
-confederate,  and  associate  with  said  company  upon  the  terms 
named  in  the  first  section  of  the  act.  The  lands  granted  to 
the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company  by  the  act  amounted 
to  ten  alternate  sections  per  mile  on  each  side  of  the  line 
within  the  states,  and  twentv  alternate  sections  in  the  ter- 
ritories,  with  a  ten-mile  indemnity  limit,  and  by  resolution 
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of  Congress  of  May  31, 1870,  an  additional  indemnity  belt 
ten  miles  in  width  was  created  on  each  side  of  the  line. 
This  act  was  accepted  by  the  company  within  the  time  re- 
quired by  law.  The  act  also  required  the  company  to  pro- 
cure legislative  consent  of  the  states  through  which  it  was 
to  run  before  its  construction,  and  in  the  year  1865  the  legis- 
latures of  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin  gave  such  consent.  The 
Minnesota  act  provided  that,  if  the  eastern  terminus  of  the 
road  should  be  located  east  of  the  eastern  boundary  of  Min- 
nesota, then  that  the  company  should  construct  or  cause  to 
be  constructed  a  railroad  from  its  main  line  to  the  navigable 
waters  of  Lake  Superior  at  some  point  within  the  state  of 
Minnesota. 

In  1870  the  company  located  its  general  route  from  the 
mouth  of  the  Montreal  river  in  Wisconsin,  across  Wisconsin 
and  Minnesota,  to  a  point  on  the  Red  River  of  the  North, 
near  Fargo,  and  transmitted  a  map  showing  this  location, 
August  13, 1870,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  This  map 
showed  the  proposed  general  route  to  commence  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Montreal  river;  thence  a  little  south  of  west 
upon  a  direct  line  to  a  point  directly  south  of,  and  about  six 
miles  distant  from,  the  south  end  of  Chequamegon  Bay; 
thence  a  little  north  of  west  upon  a  direct  line  crossing  the 
state  boundary  between  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota  at  or  near 
the  point  where  the  St.  Louis  river  becomes  such  boundary. 
Upon  receipt  of  this  map,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  trans- 
mitted it  to  the  land  commissioner,  with  instructions  to 
withdraw  from  sale,  homestead,  and  pre-emption  all  odd- 
numbered  sections  of  land  within  twenty  miles  of  the  line 
within  both  states.  This  order  was  complied  with  by  the 
land  commissioner  by  directions  given  to  the  district  land  oifi- 
cers  at  Bayfield,  Wisconsin.  Such  withdrawals  were  made, 
and  the  price  of  the  even-numbered  sections  was  raised  to 
$2.50  per  acre,  and  thereafter  large  quantities  of  such  land 
were  sold  by  the  government  at  the  rate  of  $2.50  per  acre. 
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In  1882  a  map  of  definite  location  of  said  railroad  from  a 
point  upon  the  St.  Paul  &  Duluth  Railroad,  now  called 
"Thompson  Junction,"  eastward  to  a  point  in  section  15, 
township  47  N.,  of  range  2  W.,  in  the  state  of  Wisconsin, 
was  prepared,  and  approved  by  the  directors,  and  certified 
and  forwarded  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  The  line  of 
definite  location  laid  down  on  this  map  followed  substan- 
tially the  line  of  general  location  upon  the  prior  map,  but  it 
turned  to  the  north,  and  touched  Superior,  and  also  Ashland, 
and  stopped  some  ten  miles  west  of  the  mouth  of  the  Mon- 
treal river.  Upon  receipt  of  this  map  of  definite  location 
the  land  commissioner,  by  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  adjusted  the  land  grant  in  accordance  with  it,  and 
prepared  diagrams  showing  the  Umits  of  the  grant  and  in- 
demnity belts,  and  transmitted  such  diagrams  to  the  district 
land  officers,  with  the  proper  directions  as  to  the  withdrawal 
of  lands,  which  were  complied  with. 

August  2, 1884,  the  directors  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Rail- 
road Company  adopted  a  resolution  fixing  the  eastern  ter- 
minus of  the  railroad  at  the  city  of  Ashland,  which  resolution 
was  duly  certified  and  transmitted  to  the  commissioner  of 
the  general  land  office  December  3,  1884.  Thereafter  the 
commissioner  prepared  a  diagram  showing  the  final  eastern 
terminus  of  the  line  at  Ashland,  and  sent  the  same  to  the 
district  officers  at  Bayfield,  with  instructions  to  adjust  the 
grant  on  this  basis.  The  point  so  fixed  is  on  the  line  of 
definite  location  of  July  6,  1882,  but  about  twelve  miles 
west  of  the  east  end  of  that  line. 

The  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company  constructed  a 
continuous  line  of  railroads  from  the  city  of  Ashland  to 
Puget  Sound  in  all  respects  in  accordance  with  its  act  of  in- 
corporation, and  the  whole  line  has  been  duly  accepted  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  as  provided  in  that  act. 
That  portion  of  the  road  extending  east  from  Thompson 
Junction  was  constructed  upon  the  line  of  definite  location 
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shown  in  the  map  of  1882,  and  was  constructed  during  the 
years  1881, 1882, 1883,  and  1884.  The  first  section  extended 
from  Thompson  Junction  to  Superior,  and  was  examined 
and  reported  favorably  upon  by  commissioners  in  1882,  and 
the  recommendations  were  approved  by  the  President  Sep- 
tember 16, 1882.  The  second  section,  extending  from  Supe- 
rior to  the  Brule  river,  was  constructed  in  the  latter  part  of 
1883,  and  crossed  the  land  in  question  here,  and  was  ap- 
proved in  like  manner  January  31,  1884.  The  third  section 
extends  from  the  Brule  river  to  Ashland,  and  was  approved 
in  like  manner  February,  1885. 

It  appears  further  that  March  6, 1865,  one  Joshua  Perham, 
then  the  president  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Com- 
pany, transmitted  to  the  office  of  the  land  commissioner  a 
map  purporting  to  show  the  proposed  general  route  of  the 
Northern  Pacific  Eailroad.  Upon  this  map  there  appeared 
two  lines  from  a  point  in  the  present  state  of  North  Dakota 
eastward,  one  terminating  upon  Lake  Superior  at  or  near 
Duluth,  and  the  other  extending  into  Wisconsin  some  dis- 
tance south  of  Lake  Superior,  and  terminating  at  the  mouth 
of  the  Montreal  river;  this  last-named  line  being  appar- 
ently partially  obliterated  by  a  wavy  red  line.  This  map 
was  accompanied  by  a  letter  from  Perham,  stating  that  it 
shows  the  general  line  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Eailroad  from 
a  point  on  Lake  Superior,  in  Wisoonsmy  to  a  point  on  Puget 
Sound.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  transmitted  this  map 
to  the  land  commissioner,  suggesting  the  withdrawal  of  the 
lands  along  the  line,  but  the  land  commissioner  soon  after- 
wards transmitted  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
recommending  that  the  map  be  rejected,  for  the  reason  that 
the  same  did  not  comply  with  the  rules  of  the  land  depart- 
ment, which  recommendation  was  approved  by  the  Secre- 
tary. There  is  nothing  to  explain  the  apparent  alteration 
of  this  map,  nor  to  show  when  it  was  made,  and  it  is  not 
shown  that  the  directors  of  the  company  ever  authorized  the 


46  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN".        [100 

Northern  Pacific  B.  Co.  va  Doherty. 

making  or  filing  of  the  map,  but  it  appears  that  the  presi- 
dent of  the  company  had  no  power  to  make  or  file  it. 

By  act  approved  May  5, 1864,  Congress  granted  ten  sections 
of  land  per  mile  to  the  state  of  Minnesota  to  aid  in  the  con- 
struction, of  a  railroad  from  St.  Paul  to  Lake  Superior.  In 
the  same  year  the  legislature  of  Minnesota  conferred  this 
grant  upon,  the  Lake  Superior  &  Mississippi  Railroad  Com- 
pany, a  Minnesota  corporation,  and  afterwards  known  as  the 
St.  Paul  &  Duluth  Railroad  Company.  On  January  1, 1872, 
this  company  had  constructed  and  was  operating  a  railroad 
from  St.  Paul  to  Duluth  by  way  of  Thompson  Junction, 
which  is  upon  the  St.  Louis  river,  and  is  the  point  from  which 
the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company  started  to  build  its 
line  westward.  On  the  last-named  date,  the  Northern  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  purchased  a  one-half  interest  in  that  part 
of  this  road  extending  from  Thompson  Junction  to  Duluth 
for  the  sum  of  $500,000,  and  received  a  deed  therefor.  On 
the  same  day  the  two  companies  made  a  written  agreement 
providing  for  the  operation  of  trains  and  the  maintaining  of 
the  road.  On  May  1, 1872,  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  and  the  Lake  Superior  &  Mississippi  Railroad  Com- 
pany made  a  further  agreement  by  which  the  lines  of  the 
Lake  Superior  &  Mississippi  Railroad  were  leased  to  the 
Northern  Pacific  Railroad  for  an  annual  rental,  the  land 
grant  of  the  Lake  Superior  &  Mississippi  Railroad  being  ex- 
pressly excepted  from  the  operation  of  the  lease.  Pursuant 
to  this  lease  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company  oper- 
ated the  entire  railroad  thus  leased  from  May  1,  1872,  until 
February  1, 1874,  when  it  surrendered  the  lines  leased,  and 
relinquished  all  its  interests  under  the  lease,  but  surrendered 
no  rights  under  the  deed.  On  the  12th  of  May,  1874,  the 
Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company  and  the  Lake  Superior 
&  Mississippi  Company  made  an  agreement  for  the  opera- 
tion of  the  line  from  Thompson  Junction  to  Duluth. 

It  further  appears  that  by  act  approved  May  5, 1864,  the 
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United  States  granted  lands  to  the  state  of  Wisconsin  to  aid 
in  the  construction  of  a  railroad  from  Bayfield  to  Superior^ 
bnt  no  road  was  constructed  under  this  grant. 

Jcmies  B.  Kerr^  for  the  appellant. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Crownhart  d& 
Fdey^  and  oral  argument  by  TT.  R.  Foley. 

WmsLow,  J.  The  grant  of  a  right  of  way  across  the  pub- 
lic lands  of  the  United  States  by  the  act  of  July  2,  1864, 
was  a  grant  in  prassentij  and  took  effect  when  the  route  was 
definitely  fixed  by  relation  as  of  the  date  of  the  act.  8t  Paul 
&  P.  R.  Co.  V.  N.  P.  R.  Co.  139  U.  S.  1.  The  route  was 
definitely  fixed  across  the  petitioner's  land  before  he  made 
his  entry  thereof,  and  the  controlling  question  is  whether 
the  eastern  terminus  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  was 
located  at  Duluth,  Minnesota,  or  at  Ashland,  Wisconsin.  In 
the  former  case  the  company  took  no  right  of  way  over  pub- 
lic lands  in  Wisconsin,  and  must  now  condemn  and  pay  for 
the  land  in  question;  but  in  the  latter  case  it  is  entitled  to 
the  right  of  way  which  it  is  using  over  the  petitioner's  land 
under  its  grant.  The  act  left  the  exact  location  of  both 
termini  of  the  proposed  railway  undetermined.  It  was  to 
begin  at  a  point  on  Lake  Superior,  in  Minnesota  or  Wiscon- 
sin, and  end  at  "  some  point "  on  Puget  Sound.  That  this 
course  was  adopted  in  order  to  leave  the  question  of  the 
exact  termini  to  the  decision  of  the  corporation  itself  can- 
not be  doubted.  The  debate  \ipon  the  bill  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  clearly  shows  that  this  was  the  intention 
(see  remarks  of  Mr.  Sweat,  Cong.  Globe,  1st  Sess.  38th  Cong. 
p.  1699),  and  such  was  undoubtedly  the  legal  effect  of  the 
language  used.  When  such  discretion  is  vested  in  a  cor- 
poration, its  decision  will  not  be  interfered  with  unless  it 
has  exceeded  the  limits  of  its  discretion,  or  bad  faith  in  the 
selection  is  shown.  Fall  River  I.  W.  Co.  v.  0.  C.  <&  F.  R. 
R.  Co.  5  Allen,  221;  Pa/rke's  Appeal,  64  Pa.  St.  137.    Un- 
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doubtedly,  also,  if  the  selection  of  a  terminus  be  in  fact  once 
deliberately  made,  the  power  of  choice  is  exhausted,  and  the 
determination  is  final.  Pierce,  Railroads,  254;  State  v.  If. 
<&  D.  T.  Co.  10  Conn.  157;  Eud^on,  &  D.  CwnaL  Co.  v.  N.  T. 
<&  E.  R,  Co.  9  Paige,  323. 

It  is  claimed  by  the  petitioner  —  and  such  was  the  decis- 
ion of  the  trial  court  —  that  the  Northern  Pacific  Company 
definitely  located  its  eastern  terminus  at  Duluth,  January  1, 
1872,  when  it  purchased  one  half  of  the  track  and  right 
of  way  of  the  Lake  Superior  &  Mississippi  Railroad  from 
Thompson  Junction  to  Duluth,  and  made  a  contract  for  op- 
eration of  the  line  in  common.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
appellant  company  claims  that  these  transactions  did  not 
constitute  a  location  or  selection  of  the  eastern  terminus  of 
the  road,  but  that  the  line  from  Thompson  Junction  to  Du- 
luth simply  constituted  a  branch  line,  as  authorized  and  re- 
quired by  the  laws  of  the  state  of  Minnesota,  and  that  the 
eastern  terminus  was  not  definitely  located  until  the  passage 
of  the  resolution  of  the  board  of  directors  of  the  Northern 
Pacific  Railroad  Company,  August  2, 1884,  fixing  the  ter- 
minus of  the  road  at  Ashland,  Wisconsin.  The  petitioner's 
contention  is  based  upon,  and  fully  supported  by,  two  de- 
cisions by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  made  respectively 
November  13, 1895,  and  August  27, 1896.  In  re  Northern 
Pdoifio  jff.  Cb.,  reported  in  21  Land  Deo.  Dep.  Int.  412,  and 
23  Land  Dec.  Dep.  Int.  204.  These  decisions  were  rendered 
upon  application  by  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
to  select  indenmity  lands  in  North  Dakota  to  make  up  for 
lands  lost  within  the  limits  of  its  grant  in  Wisconsin.  In 
the  first  of  these  decisions  it  was  held  that  the  company  had 
no  land  grant  east  of  Superior,  because  its  eastern  terminus 
was  either  at  Duluth  or  Superior,  and  in  the  second  it  was 
held  that  it  had  no  land  grant  east  of  Thompson  Junction. 

The  argument  in  support  of  these  decisions  is  that  the 
railroad  company  was  only  entitled  to  touch  one  point  upon 
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Lake  Superior;  that  when  it  purchased  the  half  interest  in 
the  Lake  Superior  &  Mississippi  Eailroad  track  from  Thomp- 
son Junction  to  Duluth,  and  began  to  operate  it  in  connec- 
tion with  its  main  line  to  the  west,  such  action  constituted 
a  consolidation  or  association  with  said  latter  company 
within  the  meaning  of  the  act  of  incorporation,  and,  taken 
in  connection  with  the  actual  operation  of  such  line  for  ten 
years,  definitely  located  the  eastern  terminus  of  the  road  at 
Duluth,  whereby  it  exercised  finally  its  right  of  selection 
of  a  terminus;  that  the  subsequent  filing  of  maps  and  res- 
olutions showing  an  intention  to  fix  the  eastern  terminus 
at  or  near  Ashland  was  of  no  effect,  because  the  right  to  se- 
lect the  eastern  terminal  had  been  exhausted;  and  that  the 
approval  of  such  maps,  and  the  acts  of  the  department  in 
Avithdrawing  from  sale  lands  in  Wisconsin  within  the  place 
limits,  as  well  as  the  acceptance,  by  the  executive  depart- 
ment, of  the  road  from  Thompson  Junction  to  Ashland, 
could  not  be  considered  as  adjudicating  the  terminal  right, 
because,  after  the  terminal  had  been  fixed,  no  act  of  the 
land  department  or  of  the  executive  could  confer  any  right 
in  the  matter. 

Notwithstanding  the  strength  of  the  argument  made  by 
Secretary  Smith  in  these  decisions,  we  find  ourselves  unable 
to  agree  with  his  position.  The  claim  that  the  company  was 
necessarily  confined  to  a  single  point  upon  Lake  Superior  by 
the  terms  of  its  grant  does  not  seem  to  us  sound.  This  con- 
tention is  based  upon  the  opinion  of  Secretary  Lamar  in  In  re 
Ailamtio  &  P.  B,  Co.  4  Land  Dec.  Dep.  Int.  458,  and  upon 
the  case  of  U.  S.  v.  S.  P.  R.  Co.  146  U.  S.  570.  In  those 
cases  a  land  grant  was  made  to  the  company  to  aid  in  build- 
ing a  railroad  to  begin  near  Springfield,  in  Missouri,  thence 
to  the  Colorado  river,  and  "  thence  west  by  the  most  practi- 
cable and  eligible  route  to  the  Pacific^  The  company  filed 
maps  of  its  route  showing  that  it  reached  the  Pacific  at  San 
Buenaventura,  and  then  extended  northward  along  the  coast 
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380  miles,  and  made  San  Francisco  its  terminus,  claiming 
that  its  land  grant  extended  to  San  Francisco.  This  claim 
was  overruled  by  the  Secretary  and  by  the  court  on  the 
ground  that  when  the  line  reached  the  Pacific  Ocean  at  San 
Buenaventura  that  point  became  the  western  terminus.  It 
had  constructed  a  line  "to  the  Pacific,"  and  its  grant  went 
no  further.  This  view  seema  reasonable  in  consideration  of 
the  terms  of  the  act  and  the  situation  in  that  case.  The 
road  was  to  run  "  to  the  Pacific."  The  Pacific  coast  was 
nearly  at  right  angles  with  the  route  of  the  road,  and  to  hold 
that  it  might,  after  reaching  the  Pacific,  turn  northward  out 
of  its  course  and  run  several  hundred  miles  along  the  coast 
to  another  port,  would  be  evidently  not  within  the  intention 
of  the  grant. 

In  the  present  case,  however,  the  line  was  to  commence 
at  a  «  point  on  Lake  Superior,"  meaning,  of  course,  a  ship- 
ping point.  Lake  Superior  lies  with  a  long  finger  pointing 
westward.  Both  of  its  coast  lines  are  practically  parallel 
with  the  necessary  route  of  the  proposed  railroad.  Now,  it 
certainly  could  not  have  been  contemplated  that  the  railroad 
must  start  at  the  nearest  or  most  westerly  point  on  Lake 
Superior,  because  that  would  fix  the  terminus  at  Duluth 
and  nowhere  else,  and  make  it  impossible  to  start  in  Wiscon- 
sin ;  and  it  was  as  certainly  the  purpose  of  the  act  to  leave 
the  "  point "  undetermined,  and  to  give  the  company  a  choice 
of  shipping  points  at  which  to  make  their  terminus,  either 
in  Wisconsin  or  Minnesota.  Had  the  company  at  once  filed 
their  maps  showing  Ashland  as  the  eastern  terminus,  and 
commenced  the  construction  of  their  line  westward  from 
Ashland,  we  apprehend  no  one  would  have  seriously  claimed 
that  they  were  outside  of  their  charter  rights,  even  if  the 
road  touched  Superior  in  its  course  westward.  Having  se- 
lected legitimately  "  a  point "  on  Lake  Superior,  and  one 
well  calculated  for  their  purpose,  and  not  having  gone  out 
of  their  natural  route  to  do  so,  what  good  reason  could  be 
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given  for  saying  that  they  had  transcended  their  powers  ? 
Certainly,  the  fact  that  they  have  touched  at  Superior,  and 
thus  added  to  the  commercial  facilities  of  the  public,  can 
hardly  be  a  good  reason  for  denying  the  power.  The  com- 
pany, being  entitled  to  start  from  any  available  point  on 
Lake  Superior  in  Wisconsin,  had  the  right,  it  seems  to  us, 
to  make  Ashland  that  point;,  and  then,  having  done  so,  its 
rights  can  hardly  be  curtailed  by  the  fact  that  the  shore  of 
the  lake  runs  parallel  with  its  necessary  route,  so  that  in 
proceeding  westward  its  line  naturally  and  almost  unavoid- 
ably touches  another  harbor.  So  we  do  not  consider  that 
the  company  was  in  any  way  prevented  from  making  Ash- 
land its  eastern  terminus  or  from  touching  at  Superior  upon 
its  route  westward. 

But  it  is  said  —  and  this  is  perhaps  the  most  serious  objec- 
tion—  that  in  1872  the  company  made  a  practical  selection 
of  Duluth  as  its  terminus  by  the  purchase  of  a  half  interest 
in  the  Lake  Superior  &  Mississippi  track  from  Thompson 
Junction  to  Duluth,  and  by  operating  the  same  thereafter 
with  its  own  trains.  The  Lake  Superior  &  Mississippi  was 
a  land-grant  railroad,  and  it  is  said  that  this  purchase  and 
the  subsequent  running  agreements  constitute  a  consolida- 
tion, confederation,  or  association  of  the  two  roads  such  as 
was  contemplated  and  authorized  by  the  third  section  of  the 
act  of  incorporation,  so  that,  as  matter  of  fact,  the  road  from 
Thompson  Junction  to  Duluth  became  a  part  of  the  trunk 
line  contemplated  by  Congress;  and  it  is  said  that,  unless  it 
be  so  held,  the  Northern  Pacific  Kailroad  Company  had  no 
authority  or  power  to  make  such  purchase  or  running  ar- 
rangements. Certainly,  neither  tlie  purchase  of  one  half  of 
the  roadbed  of  the  Lake  Superior  &  Mississippi  Company, 
nor  the  subsequent  operation  of  the  roadbed  in  common,  nor 
the  leasing  of  the  entire  road,  constituted  a  consolidation  of 
the  two  corporations  in  any  legal  sense.  Consolidation  of 
two  corporations  properly  may  be  said  to  take  place  when 
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the  shareholders  of  both  form  a  new  one  and  dissolve  the 
former  corporations.  Morawetz,  Priv.  Corp.  §  939.  It  has 
been  also  held  to  include  a  case  where  one  corporation  is 
enlarged  and  survives,  issuing  stock  to  the  stockholders  of 
the  other  corporation,  which  is  dissolved  and  becomes  merged 
in  the  former.  Meyer  v,  Johnston,  64  Ala.  656.  But  noth- 
ing of  the  kind  happened  in  the  present  case.  Both  corpo- 
rations maintained  their  separate  corporate  existence.  They 
simply  became  owners  in  common  of  a  short  piece  of  road, 
and  made  contracts  with  each  other  regulating  its  operation 
in  common.  It  may  be  said  that  they  associated  themselves 
together,  and  in  a  certain  sense  this  is  true,  but  not  in  the 
sense  contemplated  by  the  act.  The  words  "  confederate  and 
associate"  are  used  in  conjunction  with  the  word  "consoli- 
date," and  the  familiar  rule  of  noscitur  a  sociis  plainly  ap- 
plies. Furthermore,  the  act  says  that  this  consolidation,  con- 
federation, or  association  is  to  be  "  upon  the  terms  named  in 
the  first  section  of  the  act."  The  first  section  of  the  act 
creates  the  corporation,  names  the  corporators,  enumerates 
the  corporate  powers,  provides  for  the  first  meeting  of  the 
corporation,  names  its  officers  and  their  duties,  and  provides 
for  subscriptions  for  stock.  These  are  the  only  "terms" 
named  in  the  first  section.  It  does  not  seem  very  clear  what 
the  words  "  upon  the  terms  named  in  the  first  section  "  mean, 
but,  if  they  mean  anything,  we  think  they  must  mean  that 
the  consolidation  or  association  intended  is  one  which  re- 
sults in  a  corporation  combining  the  two  corporations  in  one, 
thus  satisfying  the  legal  definition  of  consolidation,  and  not 
a  mere  ownership  and  operation  in  common  of  a  piece  of 
track,  or  a  rental  by  one  company  to  another  of  its  road. 

Moreover,  a  plain  and  adequate  reason  appears  to  have 
existed  for  the  purchase  of  an  interest  in  the  line  from 
Thompson  Junction  to  Duluth  entirely  outside  of  the  con- 
solidation provision.  Sec.  18  of  the  act  of  incorporation 
p'rovided  that  the  Northern  Pacific    Railroad  Company 
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should  obtain  the  consent  of  the  legislature  of  any  state 
through  which  any  portion  of  its  line  might  pass,  before 
commencing  the  construction  thereof.  By  the  act  of  the 
legislature  of  Minnesota  approved  March  2,  1866  (ch.  69, 
Sp.  Laws  of  1865),  the  consent  was  given,  provided  that,  if 
the  eastern  terminus  of  the  road  was  fixed  east  of  the  state, 
then  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company  should  con- 
struct, or  cause  to  be  constructed,  a  line  from  its  main  line 
to  the  navigable  waters  of  Lake  Superior  within  the  state 
of  Minnesota.  It  thus  became  necessary  for  the  company  to 
comply  with  the  terms  of  the  proviso,  provided  it  fixed  its 
eastern  terminus  in  Wisconsin ;  and  by  its  act  of  incorpo- 
ration it  was  vested  with  all  the  powers  and  privileges  nec- 
essary to  carry  into  effect  the  purposes  of  the  act.  In 
August,  1870,  it  located  its  proposed  general  route,  and 
transmitted  to  the  Interior  department  a  map  of  such  loca- 
tion, showing  its  eastern  terminus  to  be  in  Wisconsin,  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Montreal  river,  which  map  was  approved  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  Thus  the  condition  contem- 
plated by  the  proviso  came  into  being,  and  it  was  necessary 
to  construct  a  line  from  its  main  line  to  some  Minnesota 
port  on  Lake  Superior.  This  could  be  substantially  com- 
plied with  by  the  purchase  of  an  existing  line  as  well  as  by 
the  construction  of  a  new  one,  and  we  therefore  conclude 
that  the  purchase  of  one  half  of  the  track  of  the  Lake  Su- 
perior &  Mississippi  Railroad  from  Thompson  Junction  to 
Duluth  was  simply  a  compliance  with  the  proviso  placed 
upon  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  by  the  Minnesota  legis- 
lature, and  was  not  a  location  of  the  eastern  terminus  of  the 
road. 

The  result  of  these  conclusions  seems  necessarily  to  be 
fatal  to  the  petitioner's  case.  One  further  claim  should,  how- 
ever, be  noticed.  On  March  6,  1865,  one  Josiah  Perham, 
then  president  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company, 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  a  map  showing  a 
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proposed  route  of  the  proposed  railroad.  On  this  map  there 
appear  two  lines  from  a  point  in  North  Dakota  to  Lake  Su- 
perior, one  ending  at  Duluth  and  one  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Montreal  river.  This  latter  line  is  partially  obliterated  by 
a  wavy  red  line  through  its  whole  length.  It  appears  affirm- 
atively that  the  president  had  no  authority  to  make  or  file 
this  map,  and  that  the  directors  never  authorized  it,  and, 
further,  that  on  June  22, 1865,  the  map  was  rejected  by  the 
land  commissioner  and  Secretary  of  the  Interior  because  it 
did  not  comply  with  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  land 
department.  No  further  action  was  ever  taken  upon  it,  and 
it  seems  too  plain  to  require  argument  that  it  can  cut  no 
figure  in  the  case.  All  the  subsequent  maps  made  and  filed 
by  the  corporation,  as  well  as  its  recorded  acts,  show  the 
clear  intention  to  make  the  eastern  terminus  of  the  road  in 
Wisconsin.  In  1870  a  map  of  general  route  was  filed,  show- 
ing the  eastern  terminus  to  be  at  the  mouth  of  the  Montreal 
river,  upon  receipt  of  which  the  odd-numbered  sections  of 
land  within  twenty  miles  of  the  line  were  withdrawn  from 
sale,  homestead,  and  pre-emption  entry  within  the  states  of 
Minnesota  and  Wisconsin,  and  the  price  of  land  in  the  even- 
numbered  sections  was  raised  to  $2.50  per  acre,  and  large 
quantities  of  land  sold  by  the  United  States  at  that  price. 
In  1882  a  map  of  definite  location  of  the  line  from  Thomp- 
son Junction  eastward  to  a  point  in  section  15,  town  47, 
range  2  west  of  the  fourth  P.  M.  was  filed  in  the  land  office 
at  Washington.  This  line  passed  through  Ashland,  and 
terminated  a  few  miles  east  of  that  city.  This  map  was  ap- 
proved, and  the  land  grant  adjusted  in  accordance  therewith 
by  the  department.  In  August,  1884,  the  board  of  directors 
of  the  company  by  formal  resolution  fixed  the  eastern  ter- 
minus of  the  road  at  Ashland,  and  a  certified  copy  of  the 
resolution  was  filed  in  the  general  land  office  in  December, 
1884,  whereupon  the  land  commissioner  made  a  diagram 
showing  the  eastern  terminus  so  fixed,  and  adjusted  the 
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grant  in  accordance  therewith.  The  portion  of  the  road  ex- 
tending eastward  from  Thompson  Junction  to  Ashland  was 
constructed  in  the  years  1881, 1882, 1883,  and  1881,  and  was 
examined  in  three  sections  by  commissioners  appointed  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  as  provided  by  the  act  of 
incorporation.  The  commissioners  reported  favorably  upon 
all  of  these  sections,  and  their  recommendations  were  ap- 
proved by  the  President,  the  last  approval  being  dated  Feb- 
ruary 6, 1885.  All  of  these  deliberate  acts  of  the  depart- 
ment and  executive  officers  are  brushed  aside  by  Secretary 
Smith  on  the  ground  that  the  terminus  of  the  road  had  been 
unalterably  fixed  at  Duluth  by  the  action  of  the  Northern 
Pacific  Company  in  1872.  As  we  do  not  agree  with  the 
Secretary's  premise,  we  cannot  agree  with  his  conclusion, 
and  therefore  hold  that  the  terminus  of  the  road  is  at  Ash- 
land, and  hence  that  the  railroad  company  had  a  right  of 
way  across  the  petitioner's  land  by  virtue  of  the  provisions 
of  the  act  of  incorporation. 

JBy  the  Coitrt. —  Order  reversed,  and  cause  remanded  with 
directions  to  dismiss  the  petition. 

Babdsen,  J.y  took  no  part. 
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March  gS^June  23, 1898, 

Municipal  corporations:  Contracts:  Extras:  Defective  plans:  Matters  to 
be  determined  by  board  of  public  vxyrks:  Its  decision,  when  final: 
Negligence:  Presentation  of  claims:  Custom:  Evidence:  Settlement: 
Estoppel:  Agency. 

1.  A  contractor  for  the  construction  of  a  wooden  sewer  cannot  hold 
the  city  liable  on  the  ground  of  imperfections  in  the  plans  because 
of  the  impracticabilitj  of  making  with  such  a  sewer  a  certain  re- 
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quired  turn,  where  such  impracticability  was  obvious  on  the  face 
of  the  plans. 

2.  Where  a  contract  for  the  construction  of  a  sewer  provided  that  an 
extra  foundation  therefor,  of  the  nature  indicated  in  the  plans, 
should  be  built  whenever,  in  the  opinion  of  the  board  of  public 
works,  the  same  should  be  necessary,  and  where,  from  the  nature 
of  the  situation,  no  human  foresight  could  determine  in  advance 
whether  a  foundation  would  be  necessary  or  not,  the  contractor  can- 
not hold  the  city  liable  for  extra  work  alleged  to  have  been  made 
necessary  by  defective  plans,  on  the  ground  that  the  plans  did  not 
absolutely  require  the  extra  foundation. 

&  It  being,  by  the  terms  of  the  contract,  a  matter  resting  wholly  in  the 
judgment  and  discretion  of  the  board  of  public  works  whether  an 
extra  foundation  should  be  required  or  not,  the  decision  of  the 
board  in  that  behalf  is  final  unless  impeached  for  fraud  or  dishon- 
esty; and  where  the  board,  after  due  consideration,  has  refused 
to  order  a  foundation  to  be  put  in,  no  liability  on  the  part  of  the 
city  arises  because  the  work  is  more  expensive  to  the  contractor 
than  it  would  have  been  had  the  foundation  been  ordered;  nor  can 
such  a  liability  be  based  on  a  finding  that  the  board  obstinately 
and  unreasonably  refused  to  order  or  permit  the  foundation  to  be 
placed  under  the  sewer  and  that  by  reason  thereof  it  was  guilty  of 
gross  negligence. 

4»  Where,  by  law  and  by  a  contract  with  a  city,  the  board  of  public 
works  was  given  power  to  adjust  and  determine  finally  all  ques- 
tions as  to  the  proper  performance  of  the  work  and  the  amount 
earned  under  the  contract,  and  it  was  provided  that  the  contractor 
must  make  out  and  present  to  the  board  a  written  statement  of 
the  amount  claimed  for  extra  or  additional  work  and  materials, 
there  can  be  no  recovery  for  such  extius  unless  the  claim  there- 
for was  presented  or  some  legal  excuse  is  shown  for  its  nonpresen- 
tation;  and,  where  the  claim  had  in  fact  never  been  presented,  it 
is  not  a  sufficient  excuse  that  the  board  knew  the  contractor  had 
a  claim  and  had  from  time  to  time  discussed  matters  with  him, 
or  that  the  board  refused  to  act  on  his  claims  or  to  give  him  a  full 
and  fair  hearing  in  the  matter. 

6,  The  requirement  that  a  written  statement  of  a  claim  for  extras 
should  be  presented  was  not  complied  with  by  the  contractor  going 
before  the  board  with  his  accounts  in  his  pocket,  contained  in 
various  books  of  account;  and  the  board  was  justified  in  refusing 
to  act  upon  the  claim  in  that  shape. 

6.  The  positive  requirements  of  such  a  contract  as  to  the  presentation 
of  claims  for  extras  cannot  be  overturned  by  proof  of  a  custom  or 
usage  to  the  contrary. 
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7.  A  contractor  for  the  construction  of  a  sewer  who  expressly  assumes 
all  risk  from  the  influx  of  water  into  the  work  cannot  recover 
extra  compensation  for  pumping  out  such  water  because  the  work 
proved  more  laborious  or  more  expensive  than  he  anticipated. 

8L  Where  a  contractor  for  the  construction  of  a  sewer  makes  a  claim 
to  recover  for  extra  labor  and  materials,  and  from  the  nature  of 
the  case  it  is  impossible  for  the  city  to  controvert  the  claim,  it 
is  not  sufficient  for  him  to  show  merely  the  expenditure  of  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  money  in  the  work,  but  he  must  show  by  satis- 
factory evidence  that  the  work  for  which  the  money  was  expended 
was  entirely  distinct  from  the  original  contract  and  directly  con- 
nected with  and  necessary  to  the  completion  of  the  work. 

A.  Where  all  the  right  of  a  contractor  to  compensation  for  extra  labor 
and  materials  in  certain  portions  of  the  work  had  accrued  at  the 
time  a  claim  for  such  extras  was  presented  and  allowed  by  the 
board  of  public  works,  which  board  had  power  under  the  contract 
to  adjust  and  determine  finally  all  such  questions,  he  cannot  after- 
wards obtain  additional  compensation  by  including  in  his  final  bill 
a  further  claim  for  extras  in  respect  to  the  work  so  settled  for. 

lOi  In  such  a  case,  one  who,  though  not  the  nominal  contractor,  was  the 
real  party  in  interest,  is  chargeable  with  the  consequences  of  the 
acts  of  his  representative,  the  nominal  contractor,  and  cannot,  after 
accepting  the  fruits  of  those  acts,  surcharge  his  accounts  and  plead 
ignorance  of  the  situation. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county :  J.  C.  Ludwig,  Judge.    Reversed. 

On  October  29,  1880,  one  Michael  Rice,  with  George 
Burnham  and  S.  Bryant  as  sureties,  entered  into  a  contract 
with  the  city  of  Milwaukee  to  build  and  construct  section 
No  2  of  the  Menominee  special  sewerage  works,  running 
along  Park,  South  Water,  and  Oregon  streets  a  distance  of 
about  4,500  feet,  according  to  design  C,  mentioned  in  cer- 
tain plans  and  specifications  on  file  in  the  oflBlce  of  the  board 
of  public  works,  for  $10.92  per  lineal  foot.  Such  work  was 
to  be  completed  on  or  before  June  1,  1881.  The  contract 
further  provided  that  certain  classes  of  extra  work  furnished 
and  put  in  foundations,  when  ordered  by  the  board  of  pub- 
lic works,  among  other  things,  should  be  paid  for  as  follows : 
Common  lumber,  $20  per  thousand  feet;  pine  piles  driven^ 
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SO  cents  per  lineal  foot ;  brick  laid,  $19  per  1,000.  It  also 
contained  other  provisions  deemed  material  to  this  litiga- 
tion, as  follows :  That  the  said  board  of  public  works  shall 
have  the  right  and  power,  and  the  same  is  hereby  reserved 
to  said  board,  to  adjust  and  determine  finally  all  questions 
as  to  the  proper  performance  of  the  contract,  and  as  to  the 
amount  earned  under  the  contract,  according  to  the  true  in- 
tent and  meaning  thereof ;  and  that  any  and  every  such  ad- 
justment  and  determination  by  them  should  be  final  and 
conclusive,  and  binding  upon  the  parties.  The  specifications 
contained  a  number  of  conditions  applicable  to  the  facts 
here  involved.  It  was  provided  that  the  sewer  must  be 
made  watertight,  and,  if  leaks  were  discovered,  they  must 
be  calked  or  otherwise  effectually  stopped.  Extra  founda- 
tions ordered  by  the  board  were  to  be  measured  and  paid 
for  according  to  schedule  rates,  but  no  allowance  was  to  be 
made  for  extra  excavation  in  putting  in  foundations.  The 
■contractor  was  to  make  all  necessary  provision  for  removing 
water,  and  to  take  all  risks  arising  from  any  sudden  influx 
•of  water  into  the  work.  The  right  was  reserved  to  the 
board  to  make  any  changes  in  the  plans  and  specifications 
•deemed  necessary  or  desirable,  and  the  price  for  extra  work 
was  to  he  agreed  upon  ly  the  hoard  and  the  contractor  hefore 
the  work  was  commenced.  On  or  before  the  1st  day  of  each 
month  the  contractor  must  deliver  to  the  board  a  written 
statement  of  the  amount  of  claim  for  such  additional  extra 
work  done  and  material  furnished  during  the  previous  month. 
The  contract  was  made  expressly  subject  to  the  powers  given 
the  board  of  public  works  by  sec.  20,  subch.  5,  ch.  184,  Laws 
of  1874,  and  all  subsequent  amendments. 

Eice  entered  upon  the  work  of  constructing  the  sewer, 
but,  becoming  involved,  on  April  6, 1884,  assigned  the  con- 
tract to  his  sureties,  who  proceeded  with  the  work  to  com- 
pletion. Burnham  died,  and  this  action  is  brought  by  his 
executors  to  recover  for  certain  extra  work  alleged  to  have 
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been  done  by  Eice  and  Bumham  in  carrying  out  the  con- 
tract.   The  action  was  commenced  February  12, 1887. 

The  complaint,  so  far  as  material,  alleges  the  making  of 
the  contract;  that  the  sewer  was  to  be  a  timber  sewer;  that 
Eice  commenced  the  work;  that  a  portion  of  the  sewer  was 
built  of  brick  by  agreement;  that  the  other  portion  of  the 
sewer,  to  be  built  of  wood,  was  built  through  "  soft,  wet, 
and  marshy"  ground;  that  a  foundation  for  it  was  neces- 
sary, but  the  board  of  public  works  refused  to  order  one 
laid;  that  the  sewer  settled,  and  water  came  in,  and  the 
board  ordered  Eice  to  pump  it  out;  that  he  hired  pumps  at 
great  expense,  pumped  out,  and  calked  the  sewer,  and  that 
the  same  came  under  the  head  of  extra  work ;  that  there 
was  a  curve  in  the  sewer  that  could  not  be  constructed  of 
wood,  and  the  board  ordered  it  constructed  of  brick  eight 
inches  thick ;  that  the  wall  was  too  light,  and  caved  in,  and 
the  board  ordered  it  rebuilt  from  one  to  two  feet  thick, 
which  was  done  at  a  cost  of  $6,000  for  extra  work,  materials, 
and  the  pumping  necessary;  that  Eice,  becoming  insolvent, 
assigned  the  contract  and  all  rights  under  it  to  Bumham, 
who  went  on  to  complete  the  sewer;  that  the  specifications 
provided  for  a  straining  chamber,  and  Eice  was  directed  to 
build  it  according  to  certain  stakes  located  by  the  board ; 
that  Eice  proceeded  to  build  the  same  (and  could  have  com- 
pleted it  at  a  cost  of  not  exceeding  $1,760),  and  had  it  nearly 
finished,  when  the  board  learned  that  defendant  did  not 
own  the  land  upon  which  it  was  located,  and  ordered  work 
stopped,  and  designated  a  new  location.  Eice  proceeded, 
and  had  the  excavation  about  completed,  when  it  was  dis- 
covered that  it  could  not  be  completed  without  a  pile  foun- 
dition,  and  it  became  necessary  to  fill  up  the  excavation. 
Thereafter  Eice  commenced  work  the  third  time,  but  was 
prevented  from  completing  it  on  account  of  the  loose  and 
porous  condition  of  the  ground,  allowing  the  water  to  rush 
in.    The  work  was  stopped  until  the  city  built  a  dock  along 
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the  river,  and  a  fourth  attempt  to  complete  the  straining 
chamber  was  made.  The  work  had  to  be  abandoned  on  ac- 
count of  excessive  water.  Burnham  afterwards  completed 
it,  and  the  extra  work  and  expense  by  reason  of  the  premises 
was  $10,949.  The  sewer  was  accepted  January  30,  1885. 
The  extra  work  and  materials  furnished  by  Eice  were  worth 
$19,403,  and  by  plaintiffs  $10,949,  from  which  the  cost  of 
finishing  the  straining  chamber,  $1,750,  should  be  deducted, 
leaving  a  net  balance  for  extras  $28,602. 

The  complaint  then  sets  out  an  attempt  to  secure  action  on 
the  claim  for  extras  by  the  board  of  public  works,  but  that 
Bumham  was  prevented  from  securing  a  hearing,  and  that 
the  board  found  there  was  due  on  the  contract  $4,787.48 ; 
that  said  allowance  by  the  board  included  but  about  $700 
for  extra  work  and  materials,  and  made  no  account  of  the 
extra  work  and  materials  furnished  by  Eice  and  Burnham 
as  before  set  forth;  that  the  common  council  of  the  city  de- 
nied relief  upon  a  petition  duly  presented;  that  the  board  of 
public  works,  on  September  8, 1886,  refused  to  enter  into  any 
accounting  or  adjustment  of  such  matters,  and  nothing  has 
been  paid. 

Attached  to  the  complaint  are  Exhibits  A  and  B,  beii^g  a 
detailed  account  of  expenditures  made  for  extra  coal,  labor, 
and  materials,  and  for  cash  paid  for  use  of  steam  pumps,  an 
item  "for  superintending  the  rebuilding  of  curve,  25  per  cent., 
$1,500; "  another  "for  superintending  repairing  of  sewer,  15 
per  cent.,  $1,500 ; "  and  a  third,  "  use  of  teams  and  two  pumps 
and  superintendence,  $2,000." 

The  answer  contains  certain  admissions  and  denials,  and 
sets  out  certain  provisions  of  the  contract  and  specifications 
before  mentioned ;  admits  the  error  in  the  location  of  the 
first  straining  chamber;  alleges  that  no  written  statement  of 
plaintiff's  claim  for  extra  work  was  ever  presented  or  fur- 
nished the  board  of  public  works,  except  a  claim  for  extra 
work  on  the  straining  chamber,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached 
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to  the  answer;  that  the  same  was  fairly  considered  by  the 
board,  and  a  fair  adjustment  m?.de,  and  that  the  amount  of 
$4,787.48  was  the  amount  found  due  on  the  contract  and  for 
the  work  done. 

The  case  was  referred  to  hear,  try,  and  determine,  and, 
after  years  of  delay,  on  April  23,  1896,  the  referee  filed  his 
findings  in  favor  of  the  plaintiffs.  The  report  of  the  referee 
was  duly  confirmed,  and  judgment  entered  against  the  city 
for  $56,827.66  and  costs,  from  which  this  appeal  is  taken. 

The  plaintiffs'  claim  sought  to  be  recovered  may  be  grouped 
under  three  heads:  First,  extra  work  and  materials  furnished 
by  Rice,  $19,413 ;  second,  extra  work  and  materials  furnished 
by  Eumham,  $10,949.01;  third,  amount  allowed  by  the  board 
of  public  works,  $4,787.48.  The  first  two  items  are  based 
upon  the  failure  of  the  board  of  public  works  to  cause  a 
foundation  or  cradle  to  be  placed  under  the  sewer  over  the 
muck  bed,  the  change  in  the  curve  and  in  the  straining 
chamber,  and  the  extra  work  and  expense  in  pumping  the 
water  out  of  the  trenches  during  the  progress  of  the  work. 

The  city  appeals  from  the  judgment  entered  upon  the  ref- 
eree's report. 

Howa/rd  Van  WycJc^  city  attorney,  with  Charles  E,  Esta- 
hrook  and  W.  S.  Timlm^  of  counsel,  for  the  appellant. 

For  the  respondents  there  were  briefs  by  Rogers  (&  Mann 
and  Miller^  Noyes^  Miller  &  Wahl^  and  oral  argument  by 
Geo.  JP.  Miller  and  E.  S.  Mack.  To  the  point  that  the  city 
guaranteed  the  plans  and  was  responsible  to  the  contractor 
for  the  extra  work  made  necessary  by  the  fault  of  the  plans 
and  the  blundering  misdirection  of  the  work  by  the  board 
of  public  works,  whose  orders  the  contractor  was  obliged  to 
obey,  they  cited  BervUey  v.  State,  73  Wis.  417;  Sinnott  v. 
Mullin,  82  Pa.  St.  340;  Kellogg  Bridge  Co.  v.  Hamilton,  110 
U.  8.  113;  Burhe  v.  Dvmbar,  128  Mass.  499;  Seymour  v. 
Long  Dock  Co.  20  N.  J.  Eq.  396. 
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Bardeen,  J.  The  record  we  are  called  upon  to  inspect 
and  examine  bears  the  handiwork  of  very  many  learned  and 
skilful  legal  artists.  The  names  of  six  able  and  competent 
lawyers  appear  on  the  briefs  of  respondent,  and  the  learned 
referee  informs  us  "  that  the  defense  of  this  action  has  been 
conducted  by  four  different  city  attorneys  with  conspicuous 
zeal  and  ability,  which  would  certainly  have  resulted  in  a 
victory  for  the  city  if  the  facts  in  the  case  had  made  such  a 
victory  possible."  We  are  confronted  with  no  less  than  five 
briefs  of  considerable  length,  which  have  served  to  increase 
our  labors  with  no  great  corresponding  benefit.  The  prac- 
tice of  filing  several  briefs,  unsanctioned  by  any  rule,  tends 
rather  to  the  confusion  than  the  enlightenment  of  the  court. 
Several  important  and  interesting  questions  are  involved  in 
the  decision  of  this  case,  which  have  been  ably  argued  by 
counsel,  and  which  we  have  taken  time  to  consider  with  the 
attention  and  deliberation  their  importance  and  difficulty 
seemed  to  require. 

The  plaintiffs'  claim  seems  to  be  one  largely  sounding  in 
damages,  based  upon  certain  alleged  faults  or  imperfections 
in  the  plans  and  specifications  for  the  sewer,  and  shortcom- 
ings of  the  board  of  public  works,  but,  inasmuch  as  counsel 
on  both  sides,  as  well  as  the  referee,  have  treated  it  as  a 
claim  for  extra  work  under  the  contract,  we  shall  consider 
it  in  that  view.  So  far  as  we  are  able  to  group  the  claims 
upon  which  the  plaintiffs'  right  of  recovery  is  based,  they 
are  as  follows:  (1)  Defects  or  imperfections  in  the  plans  and 
specifications.  (2)  Failure  of  the  board  of  public  works  to 
provide  a  suitable  foundation  for  the  sewer  where  it  passed 
over  soft  and  mucky  ground.  (3)  Failure  and  refusal  of  the 
board  of  public  works  to  settle  and  adjust  the  plaintiffs'  claims 
for  extra  compensation  under  the  contract.  (4)  Waiver  by 
defendant  of  the  provisions  of  the  contract  requiring  extra 
work  to  be  agreed  upon  and  written  monthly  statements  of 
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the  contractor's  claims  for  extra  work  to  be  delivered  to  the 
board.  (5)  The  character  and  amount  of  the  plaintiffs'  claims 
for  extra  compensation,  and  the  action  of  the  board  thereon. 
1.  The  plans  and  specifications  do  not  provide  definitely 
for  a  foundation  to  be  placed  under  any  part  of  the  work. 
The  specifications,  however,  contain  the  following  provision : 
^  Whenever  the  soil  is  sufficiently  firm,  the  sewer  of  either 
design  will  be  laid  directly  upon  the  bottom  of  the  proper 
excavation;  but  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the  board  of  public 
works  or  engineer  in  charge,  an  extra  foundation  will  be 
necessary  to  insure  stability  to  the  work,  the  contractor  will 
be  required  to  erect  and  put  into  place  such  timber,  piling, 
brick,  masonry,  concrete,  gravel,  sand,  or  other  suitable  ma- 
terials, in  the  manner  directed  by  the  board  of  public  works, 
which  shall  be  measured  by  the  engineer  in  charge  of  the 
work,  and  paid  for  at  the  schedule  rates  set  forth  in  the  ac- 
cepted bid  of  the  contractor ;  but  no  allowance  shall  be  made 
to  the  contractor  for  any  extra  excavation  incurred  by  build- 
ing and  putting  in  place  such  extra  foundation  or  extra 
work."  The  plans  contained  a  sketch  or  drawing  of  the 
foundation  to  be  provided  for  such  sewer  whenever  the  same 
might  be  found  necessary  and  be  directed  by  the  board  of 
public  works;  so  that  with  reference  to  the  straining  cham- 
ber and  the  sewer  proper  it  was  a  matter  resting  wholly  in 
the  good  judgment  and  discretion  of  the  board  whether  a 
foundation  should  be  required  and  put  in  or  not.  This  dis- 
cretion was  to  be  exercised  in  view  of  all  the  circumstances, 
and  with  reference  to  all  of  the  work  required  under  the 
contract  The  straining  chamber  was  a  part  of  the  sewer, 
and  from  the  very  nature  of  the  situation  no  human  foresight 
could  determine  in  advance  whether  a  foundation  would  be 
necessary  or  not.  Any  attempt  to  base  a  liability  on  the 
part  of  the  city  because  the  plans  and  specifications  did  not 
absolutely  require  a  foundation  to  be  placed  thereunder  is 
without  support 


64:  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN".         [100 

Bumham  and  another  y&  The  City  of  Milwaukee. 

The  sewer  in  question  was  what  is  known  as  a  "  barrel 
sewer,"  to  be  constructed  of  timber,  tapering  towards  the 
center,  ^vith  joints  broken,  and  well  keyed  and  secured  by 
spikes  or  bolts  so  as  to  be  perfectly  watertight.  It  was  to 
be  laid  on  Oregon  and  South  Water  streets.  These  streets 
run  so  as  to  form  an  angle  of  forty-five  degrees  at  the  point 
of  intersection,  so  that  at  that  point  there  was  a  curve  in  the 
s^wer  to  correspond  with  that  angle.  This  curve  is  shown 
on  the  plans,  and  was  perfectly  evident  to  any  one  knowing 
the  location  of  the  streets.  The  impracticability  of  making 
a  turn  at  that  point  with  a  wooden  sewer  was  as  evident  to 
the  contractor  at  the  time  he  made  the  contract  as  when  he 
reached  it  in  the  work  of  actual  construction.  There  was 
nothing  hidden  or  concealed,  no  latent  defect  that  had  to  be 
discovered  by  actual  eyperiment.  It  was  open  and  visible, 
and  appeared  on  the  face  of  the  plans  as  well  as  in  the  lay 
of  the  land.  To  allow  the  contractor  to  allege  this  as  a  de- 
fect in  the  plans,  and  to  found  liability  thereon  on  the  part 
of  the  city,  is  letting  him  out  of  a  contract  deliberately 
made,  and  imposing  a  burden  on  the  other  party  because  he 
is  let  out.  The  city  guarantees  the  plans  as  against  any 
damage  or  loss  that  may  come  to  the  contractor  through 
any  latent  defect  therein,  but  when  the  alleged  defect  is 
as  well  known  to  the  contractor  as  to  the  city,  and  the 
contractor  voluntarily  and  deliberately  enters  into  a  con- 
tract to  do  the  work  in  the  way  and  manner  prescribed,  he 
assumes  all  risks  of  damages  or  loss  resulting  therefrom. 
But  it  appears  that  the  contractor  did  not  attempt  to  con- 
struct the  sewer  at  this  point  of  wood.  After  it  was  demon- 
strated that  it  was  impracticable  to  bmld  it  of  wood,  the 
board,  as  they  had  a  right  to  do,  ordered  it  built  with  an 
eight-inch  brick  wall ;  and  it  is  because  this  wall  had  no 
foundation,  and  collapsed,  that  the  contractor  makes  com- 
plaint. This  matter  will  be  discussed  later,  when  we  come 
to  consider  the  entire  claim.    From  what  has  been  said,  it 


Wis.]  JANUAET  TERM,  1898.  65 

Bomham  and  another  v&  The  City  of  Milwaukee. 

seems  quite  clear  to  our  minds  that  the  contractor  has  no 
just  claim  of  liability  against  the  city  because  of  imperfec- 
tions in  the  plans  and  specifications. 

2.  As  has  already  been  stated,  the  plans  and  specifications 
did  not  specifically  require  a  foundation  to  be  placed  under 
the  sewer.    Under  the  provisions  already  quoted  the  neces- 
sity of  such  foundation  was  left  to  the  judgment  and  discre- 
tion of  the  board  of  public  works.    Under  the  plainest  prin- 
ciples, whatever  talk  or  understanding  there  might  have 
been  prior  to  the  execution  of  the  written  contract  became 
merged  therein,  and  the  corvi/racu  thereafter  became  their 
rule  and  guide  with  reference  to  the  subject  matter  thereof. 
One  of  the  important  claims  of  the  contractor  is  based  upon 
the  failure  of  the  board  of  public  works  to  cause  a  founda- 
tion to  be  laid  under  the  sewer  along  South  Water  street. 
It  is  a  fact  concerning  which  there  is  no  dispute  that  for  a 
portion  of  the  distance  along  said  street  the  soil  was  wet 
and  marshy,  and  consisted  of  black  muck,  mixed  with  sand 
and  shells.    With  reference  to  this  matter  the  referee  finds : 
"  That  the  plans  and  specifications  contemplated  the  placing 
of  a  cradle  or  other  suitable  foundation  under  said  sewer 
in  and  along  such  soil  as  the  South  Water  street  muck  bed, 
and  that,  if  said  plans  and  specifications  had  been  followed 
and  carried  out  by  said  board  of  public  works,  such  founda- 
tion would  have  been  ordered."    He  further  found  that  the 
board  "obstinately  and  unreasonably  refused  to  order  or 
permit  any  foundation  to  be  placed  under  said  timber  sewer," 
and  that  by  reason  thereof  it  "  was  guilty  of  gross  negli- 
gence."   Along  this  line  he  also  makes  a  further  finding 
"  that  no  person  of  ordinary  skill  and  prudence  would  have 
attempted  or  required  the  construction  of  a  wooden  sewer 
laid  directly  upon  said  muck  bed  without  any  cradle  or  other 
suitable  foundation  provided  therefor,  and  that  the  then  city 
engineer  of  said  defendant  city  had  made  special  provision 

in  said  plans  and  specifications  for  such  foundation,  which 
Vol.  100—5 
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plans  and  specifications  said  board  of  public  works,  as  afore- 
said, negligently  and  unreasonably  and  unlawfully  refused 
to  permit  the  contractor  to  carry  out,"  and  that  because  of 
the  want  of  such  foundation  the  sewer  spread,  and  the  top 
became  depressed  and  seams  opened  therein,  through  which 
the  water  rushed,  entailing  upon  the  contractor  a  great 
amount  of  extra  expense,  labor,  fuel,  etc.  A  mere  inspection 
of  the  contract,  plans,  and  specifications  reveals  the  fact  that 
there  was  no  distinct  contract  obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
city  to  cause  a  foundation  to  be  put  under  any  portion  of 
the  work.  The  city  was  interested  in  having  a  reasonably 
stable  and  permanent  structure,  and  it  reserved  to  the  board 
of  public  works  the  power  to  determine  the  necessity  of  put- 
ting in  such  foundations.  To  them,  and  to  them  alone,  is 
given  authority  to  decide  this  matter.  No  other  construc- 
tion is  possible  to  the  words  used.  It  says,  "  When  in  the 
opinion  of  the  board  of  public  works  .  •  .  an  extra 
foundation  will  be  necessary,"  etc.,  the  contractor  will  be 
required  to  put  it  in.  The  contracting  parties  have  seen  fit 
to  vest  in  the  board  the  power  to  exercise  such  judgment 
and  discretion  as  they  possess.  It  is  upon  their  judgment 
and  opinion  in  the  matter  that  the  necessity  for  a  founda- 
tion must  rest.  When  that  judgment  or  discretion  has  been 
honestly  exercised,  it  is  final.  The  matter  is  not  left  to  the 
decision  of  the  contractor,  nor  to  a  jury,  nor  to  the  opinion 
of  a  referee.  The  duty  cast  upon  the  board  is  not  of  a 
purely  ministerial  character.  It  requires  the  exercise  of 
judgment  and  discretion  to  a  considerable  degree,  and,  when 
so  exercised,  it  cannot  be  impeached  by  showing  that  the 
judgment  or  discretion  of  other  parties  would  have  been 
different.  It  is  not  enough  to  say  that  the  work  required 
was  more  expensive  to  the  contractor  than  it  would  have 
been  had  a  foundation  been  ordered,  nor  will  any  liability 
arise  because  it  is  found  that  the  board  "obstinately  and 
unreasonably  "  refused  to  order  or  permit  a  foundation  to 
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be  put  under  the  sewer.  The  duties  of  the  board  were  anal- 
ogous to  those  of  an  arbitrator  or  an  architect  in  building 
contracts. 

In  speaking  of  the  binding  character  of  the  finding  of  an 
arbitrator,  Bovill,  0.  J.,  in  Pwppa  v.  Rose,  L.  R.  7  C.  P.  32, 
at  page  42,  says:  ^'It  by  no  means  follows  that  when  two 
persons  submit  a  matter  in  difference  to  the  arbitrament  of 
a  third,  they  agree  to  take  a  person  of  the  greatest  amount 
of  skill  or  intelligence.  No  matter  what  may  be  the  degree 
of  skill  he  possesses,  the  decision  of  the  person  selected  is 
final  and  conclusive."  See,  also,  same  case  in  same  volume, 
page  526,  and  Tha/rds  S.  dk  C,  Go,  v.  Loftus^  L.  R.  8  0.  P.  1. 
In  this  latter  case  it  is  distinctly  held  that  there  is  no  dis- 
tinction between  want  of  skill  and  want  of  diligence  of  the 
arbitrator.  That  the  parties  have  agreed  to  be  bound  by 
his  decision  for  better  or  worse,  and  when  honestly  made,  is 
conclusive. 

Cases  are  numerous  where  the  parties  have  contracted 
with  reference  to  the  skill,  judgment,  or  discretion  of  an 
architect.  In  Hudson  v.  MoCa/rtney^  33  Wis.  331,  Dixon, 
C.  J.,  says:  "It  was  clearly  competent  for  the  plaintiffs  to 
stipulate  that  they  should  only  demand  or  receive  payment 
for  the  work  as  the  same  was  executed  to  the  full  and  com- 
plete satisfaction  of  McDonald,  the  superintendent  of  the 
erection  of  the  dwelling,  and  upon  his  certificates  as  the 
work  progressed ;  and  such  satisfaction  of  the  superintendent, 
and  the  execution  of  the  certificate  by  him,  became  and  was 
a  condition  precedent  to  the  right  of  the  plaintiffs  to  de- 
mand or  sue  for  the  price  agreed  to  be  paid  by  defendant 
for  the  work,  unless  the  refusal  to  certify  should  be  disre- 
garded or  annulled  on  the  ground  of  fraud  or  bad  faith,  or 
clear  evidence  of  mistake  on  the  part  of  the  superintendent. 
And,  should  the  certificate  be  fraudulently  or  corruptly 
withheld  by  the  superintendent,  it  would  be  the  opinion  of 
some  most  respectable  courts  that  there  could  be  no  recovery 
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against  the  defendant,  unless  the  withholding  was  in  collu- 
sion with  him  and  by  his  procurement  It  has  been  held 
that  the  refusal  to  accept  or  certify  must  be  shown  to  have 
been  the  wrongful  or  fraudulent  act  of  the  defendant,  as  well 
as  of  the  surveyor  or  architect.  Clarke  v.  Watson^  18  C  B. 
N.  S.  (114  Eng.  0.  L.),  278;  Batterbvry  v.  Vyse,  2  Hurl.  &  0. 
42.'*  The  learned  chief  justice  further  says :  "  If  fraud  in  the 
arbiter  can  be  established  by  proof  that  he  refused  to  certify 
the  execution  of  the  work  when  the  same  had  been  duly 
performed,  it  can  only  be  in  those  cases  where  the  refusal  is 
shown  to  have  been  grossly  or  palpably  perverse,  oppressive, 
and  unjust,  so  much  so  that  the  inference  of  bad  faith  and 
dishonesty  would  at  once  arise  when  the  facts  are  known." 
The  principles  here  laid  down  have  been  recognized  in  many 
subsequent  cases.  Tetz  v.  JButterfidd,  54  Wis.  242 ;  Stuhhings 
V.  McGregor,  86  Wis.  248;  Wmdt  v.  Vogdj  87  Wis.  462. 

These  cases  are  cited  only  to  sustain  the  proposition  that, 
when  contracting  parties  have  seen  fit  to  vest  in  some  per- 
son the  exercise  of  some  judgment  and  discretion  relative  to 
the  subject  matter  of  the  contract,  no  liability  can  arise  in 
the  exercise  thereof,  unless  it  be  shown  that  his  acts  or  re- 
fusal to  act  were  so  palpably  perverse  as  to  clearly  indicate 
bad  faith  and  dishonesty.  Neither  the  evidence  in  the  case 
nor  the  finding  of  the  referee  justifies  any  such  conclusion. 
The  sewer  along  South  Water  street  was  over  a  quarter  of  a 
mile  in  length.  For  a  greater  portion  of  the  distance  it  was 
constructed  over  marshy  and  porous  soil.  The  evidence  is 
practically  undisputed  that  the  bottom  of  the  sewer  did  not 
sink.  A  portion  of  it,  from  seventy-five  to  one  hundred  feet, 
when  the  top  had  depressed,  was  rebuilt.  The  remainder 
seems  to  have  stood  in  good  shape,  and  was  accepted  by  the 
city  after  the  seams  and  abutting  ends  of  timber  had  been 
calked  to  prevent  the  influx  of  water.  The  rebuilt  portion, 
so  far  as  we  are  able  to  discover,  was  reconstructed  without 
a  foundation,  and  the  whole  line  was  standing  in  good  shape 
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when  inspected  by  Schneider,  some  years  afterwards.  This 
fact  would  seem  to  vindicate  the  judgment  of  the  board. 
There  is  quite  as  much  reason  for  saying  that  the  settling  of 
the  crown  of  the  sewer  was  the  result  of  the  want  of  proper 
tamping  along  the  sides  of  the  sewer,  and  deficient  nailing 
of  timbers,  as  to  say  that  it  settled  for  want  of  a  foundation. 
The  positive  finding  by  the  referee  that  the  board  were  guilty 
of  negligence  is  opposed  to  and  inconsistent  with  the  finding 
that  they  refvsed  to  order  foundations  to  be  put  in.  The 
undisputed  evidence  shows  that  their  attention  was  called 
to  the  situation,  and,  after  due  consideration,  they  refvsed  to 
order  a  foundation  laid.  They  duly  exercised  the  judgment 
and  discretion  vested  in  them  by  the  terms  of  the  contract, 
and  to  say  that,  because  they  refused  to  order  the  foundation 
laid,  they  were  guilty  of  negligence,  is  certainly  an  incon- 
gruity hardly  warranted  by  the  facts.  It  amounts  to  noth- 
ing more  than  an  attempt  to  impeach  the  capability  of  the 
arbiters  appointed  in  the  contract,  by  substituting  the  judg- 
ment of  witnesses  and  that  of  the  referee  in  place  of  the 
men  duly  appointed  to  act.  As  we  have  seen,  the  law  does 
not  permit  this  to  be  done.  ]N'othing  short  of  a  showing  of 
fraud  or  dishonesty  on  their  part  will  suffice,  and,  that  con- 
clusion being  neither  warranted  by  the  evidence  nor  the 
finding  of  the  referee,  the  plaintiff  has  failed  to  show  a  right 
of  recovery  on  this  branch  of  the  case. 

3.  It  is  insisted  with  great  earnestness  that  the  board  of 
public  works  failed  and  refused  to  settle  or  adjust  the  plaint- 
iffs' claims  for  extra  compensation  under  the  contract.  By 
sec.  20,  subch.  5,  ch.  184,  Laws  of  1874:,  the  power  is  given 
the  board  of  public  works  to  determine  all  questions  as  to 
the  amount  earned  under  any  contract  according  to  its  true 
intent  and  meaning,  and  it  is  provided  that  such  adjustment 
and  determination  by  said  board  shall  be  final  between  the 
parties,  and  binding  upon  them.  It  also  provides  that  every 
contract  with  the  city  shall  be  made  expressly  subject  to  the 
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power  given  to  the  board  by  this  section.  The  contract 
under  consideration  was  made  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  and  contained  similar  provisions  with  reference 
to  the  powers  and  duties  of  the  board.  The  contract  also 
contained  this  further  provision :  "  The  board  of  public  works 
reserves  the  right  to  make  any  changes  in  the  plans  and 
specifications  that  the  board  may  deem  desirable  and  neces- 
sary, and  the  contractor  shall  furnish  any  additional  mate- 
rial, and  do  any  additional  work,  required  by  such  changes ; 
the  price  for  said  extra  work  to  be  agreed  upon  by  the  board 
of  public  works  and  the  contractor  before  the  work  is  com- 
menced. On  or  hefore  the  first  day  of  each  monih^  the  con- 
tractor must  deliver  to  said  board  a  written  statement  of  the 
amount  of  claims,  if  any,  for  such  additional  or  extra  work 
done  and  material  furnished  during  the  previous  month.'' 

It  needs  but  an  inspection  of  the  charter  provisions  and 
the  contract  to  disclose  the  fact  that  the  contractor  was  re- 
quired thereby  to  present  to  the  board  a  written  statement 
of  his  claims  for  extra  work  or  materials.  It  is  an  admitted 
fact  that  there  has  been  no  compliance  with  this  require- 
ment. Except  in  certain  particulars,  hereinafter  noticed, 
there  has  been  no  oMempt  to  comply  therewith.  The  board 
of  public  works  were  appointed,  by  law  and  by  the  contract, 
arbiters  to  adjust  and  determine  the  proper  performance  of 
the  work  and  the  amount  earned  under  the  contract  accord- 
ing to  its  true  intent  and  meaning.  It  was  likewise  made 
the  duty  of  the  contractor  to  make  out  and  present  to  them 
a  written  statement  of  the  amount  claimed  for  extra  or  ad- 
ditional work  and  materials.  The  claim  sued  upon,  or  any- 
thing like  it,  has  never  been  presented. 

The  only  excuse  offered  is  that  the  board  knew  the  con- 
tractor had  a  claim  for  extras,  and  from  time  to  time  had 
discussed  matters  with  him,  and  it  seems  to  be  assumed  that, 
because  certain  inspectors  and  certain  members  of  the  board 
were  present  during  the  progress  of  the  work  and  knew 
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what  was  going  on,  such  a  presentation  was  unnecessary. 
The  evidence  is  conclusive  that  the  contractor  was  requested 
at  different  times  to  present  his  claim.  The  nearest  approach 
to  anything  of  this  kind  is  found  in  the  testimony  of  Mr. 
Crilley  when  he  says  that  he  went  with  Mr.  Burnham  before 
the  board,  and  had  all  the  items  of  the  account  with  him  in 
his  books,  but  was  given  no  opportunity  to  present  them. 
In  a  matter  so  important,  and  where  the  claims  of  the  con- 
tractor were  to  be  acted  upon  by  a  board  having  quasi- 
judicial  powers,  it  was  certainly  essential  that  his  demands 
should  be  formulated  into  such  shape  as  to  enable  them  to 
act  upon  them  understandingly  and  intelligently.  To  go 
before  the  board  with  his  accounts  in  his  pocket,  contained 
in  various  books  of  accounts,  is  certainly  no  compliance  with 
reasonable  requirements,  and  the  board  were  certainly  justi- 
fied in  refusing  to  act  upon  them  in  that  shape,  if  in  fact 
they  did  so  refuse.  It  affords  no  reasonable  grounds  for 
excuse  to  say  that  the  board  refused  to  act  on  the  contract- 
or's claims,  so  long  as  the  fact  appears  that  his  claims  had 
never  been  presented  to  them.  The  obligations  and  duties 
of  contracting  parties  towards  each  other  cannot  be  brushed 
aside  so  lightly.  The  terms  and  conditions  of  the  contract 
must  be  substantially  complied  with,  or  some  legal  excuse 
shown  for  not  complying  with  them,  before  an  action  thereon 
can  be  sustained. 

The  plaintiffs'  dilemma  is  not  relieved  by  the  finding  of 
the  referee.  He  simply  finds  that,  after  the  work  was  com- 
pleted, Bumham  '^  made  numerous  attempts  to  induce  the 
said  board  of  public  works  to  adjust  and  settle  his  various 
claims  for  extra  compensation  under  said  contract,  and  that 
said  board  refused  to  give  the  said  Burnham  a  f uU  or  fair 
hearing  in  and  about  said  matter."  It  appearing  affirm- 
atively that  no  statement  of  the  contractor's  claims  was  ever 
presented,  it  is  but  a  waste  of  tLme  to  pursue  this  discussion 
further. 
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4.  The  fourteenth  finding  of  the  referee  is  as  follows: 
"  That  it  appears  in  evidence  herein  that  by  the  invariable 
custom  and  manner  of  doing  business  adopted  by  the  board 
of  public  works,  claims  of  the  contractor  for  extra  work 
were  not  required  to  be  put  in,  and  were  not  considered, 
until  the  entire  work  was  completed."  This  finding  seems 
to  have  been  made  in  view  of  the  requirement  of  the  con- 
tract before  quoted,  that  monthly  written  statements  of 
claims  for  extras  should  be  delivered  to  the  board.  It  ig- 
nores the  further  provision  that  extra  work  shall  be  agreed 
upon  before  the  work  is  commenced.  The  only  testimony 
we  are  able  to  find  that  supports  this  finding  is  that  of  Mr. 
OriUey  when  he  says:  "The  usual  custom  is  for  the  con- 
tractor to  meet  with  the  board  of  public  works  when  there 
is  extra  work,  and  discuss  it,  and  agree  as  to  the  price.  That 
is  the  usual  custom.  "We  never  render  a  bill  for  extras. 
The  board  in  charge  of  that  portion  of  the  work  have  their 
own  clerk  make  out  the  bill.  In  city  contracts  we  never 
make  out  our  bill  for  extras  until  the  work  is  completed  and 
accepted."  As  opposed  to  this  statement,  the  undisputed 
evidence  shows  that  on  January  23, 1882,  Rice,  the  original 
contractor,  filed  claims  for  extra  work  and  materials  done 
at  the  curve,  which  was  adjusted  and  allowed  by  the  board 
in  March  following.  On  March  17, 1884,  Eice  presented  a 
claim  to  the  common  council  for  extra  work  on  the  strain- 
ing chamber.  On  January  31, 1885,  and  before  the  sewer 
was  accepted,  Burnham  presented  a  claim  for  extras  at  th« 
straining  chamber,  amounting  to  $7,232.82,  exclusive  of  a 
certain  credit  given  for  estimated  cost  of  completing  first 
straining  chamber.  It  also  appears  from  Mr.  Crilley's  tes- 
timony that  the  board  demanded  a  bill  of  the  extras  at  the 
curve  soon  after  it  was  finished.  Such  being  the  evidence 
in  the  case,  it  is  difficult  to  understand  how  the  referee 
could  reach  the  conclusion  he  did.  The  terms  of  the  con- 
tract were  express  and  definite  as  to  the  necessity  of  pre- 
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senting  claims  for  extras.  As  before  suggested,  the  referee 
seemed  to  appreciate  the  necessity  of  making  some  finding 
that  would  seem  to  nullify  the  positive  requirements  of  the 
contract.  He  does  not  find  that  there  is  any  waiver  of  this 
condition  except  as  he  finds  the  custom,  and  he  attempts  to 
overturn  a  positive  contract  by  admitting  evidence  of  the 
custom  and  making  a  finding  of  its  existence.  The  rule  is 
well-nigh  universal  that  usage  and  custom  are  never  al- 
lowed to  operate  against  express  contracts.  Brown  v.  Foa- 
teTj  113  Mass.  136 ;  Lawson,  Usages  &  Customs,  434,  where 
a  large  number  of  cases  bearing  on  this  question  are  col- 
lected. The  finding  of  the  referee  is  not  only  contrary  to 
the  evidence,  but  contrary  to  law. 

5.  It  now  remains  for  us  to  consider  the  character  and 
amount  of  the  contractor's  demands,  and  the  action  of  the 
board  with  reference  thereto.  Aside  from  the  amount  ad- 
mitted to  be  due  by  the  defendant,  which  will  be  noted  here- 
after, the  plaintiffs  base  their  right  of  recovery  upon  the 
failure  of  the  defendant  to  cause  a  foundation  to  be  placed 
under  the  sewer,  and  the  change  in  the  curve  and  the  strain- 
ing chamber.  To  their  complaint  are  attached  two  exhibits, 
supposed  to  contain  a  statement  of  their  claims.  The  first 
(Exhibit  A)  commences  in  June,  1881,  and  runs  to  June, 
1882,  and  assumes  to  cover  the  expenditures  made  by  Eice 
while  attempting  to  carry  out  the  contract.  It  is  made 
up  of  items  for  fuel,  use  of  pump,  and  labor,  amounting  to 
$15,639;  brick,  extra  spikes,  and  extra  lumber,  $774;  and 
superintendence,  $3,000, —  making,  in  the  aggregate,  $19,413. 
The  larger  amount  is  made  up  of  items  ranging  from  $35  to 
$1,870,  without  dates,  except  the  names  of  the  months  are 
noted  on  the  margin,  and  running  through  a  period  of  thir- 
teen months.  The  other  claim  (Exhibit  B)  commences  April 
17, 1884,  and  runs  to  May  7, 1885.  It  is  itemized  somewhat 
more  at  length  than  the  other  exhibit  as  to  amounts  and 
dates,  but  is  equally  indefinite  as  to  what  part  of  the  work 
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it  was  expended  upon,  or  at  what  particular  crisis  of  the  job 
the  expenditure  was  incurred.  It  says :  "  To  cash  paid,  serv- 
ices rendered ; "  "  To  cash  to  men,  labor,'*  paid  at  many 
different  dates ;  "  Cash,  teaming," — and  the  like.  It  also 
includes  an  item  of  $600  paid  Crilley  for  use  of  steam  pumps 
and  engine,  and  another  of  $2,000,  ^^  use  of  teams  and  two 
pumps  and  superintendence,"  —  in  all,  $10,949.01,  —  or  a 
grand  total  for  both  claims  of  $30,362.01.  In  the  findings 
requested  by  plaintiflPs  it  was  conceded  that  from  this  amount 
there  should  be  deducted  $1,750  for  work,  labor,  and  mate- 
rials to  complete  the  first  straining  chamber,  and  $1,622.63, 
which  amount  had  been  allowed  and  paid  on  accoxmt  of  the 
work,  labor,  and  materials  furnished;  but  the  referee  gen- 
erously reduced  the  last-mentioned  credit  to  $1,227,76,  and 
gave  judgment  for  plaintiffs'  entire  claim,  together  with  the 
amount  admitted  to  be  due  by  the  defendant.  We  have 
carefully  examined  the  evidence  offered  to  support  these 
various  claims,  and  say  without  hesitation  that  it  fails  to 
support  the  plaintiflfs'  contention  or  the  referee's  conclusions. 
Mr.  Crilley  was  the  main  witness  for  plaintiffs  to  sustain 
these  alleged  expenditures.  Referring  to  Exhibit  A,  he  says : 
*^  I  kept  an  account  of  the  losses  incurred  on  extra  work  in 
pumping  out  that  sewer  and  labor.  That  bill  was  copied 
from  the  books  in  which  that  account  was  kept  by  me.  I 
looked  over  the  items  at  the  time,  and  the  charges  are  ab- 
solute expenses  of  the  work  from  June,  1881,  to  June,  1882. 
I  cannot  give  just  the  items  of  extra  work.  The  items  speci- 
fied in  this  exhibit  are  taken  from  my  book  that  I  kept  at 
the  time,  and  correctly  represents,  month  by  month,  the 
actual  money  expended  for  labor  and  materials  for  carrying 
out' the  extra  work  ordered  by  the  board  of  public  works  on 
this  contract."  In  the  first  place,  there  is  no  evidence  that 
the  board  ever  ordered  the  extra  work  alleged  to  be  covered 
by  this  claim.  Over  $10,000  of  this  claim  is  for  use  of  pumps 
alone.    The  contract  says,  "  The  contractor  is  to  take  all 
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risk  from  the  sadden  influx  of  water  into  the  work,  and  be 
prepared  to  remove  it  promptly."  The  only  ground  upon 
which  this  claim  for  pumping  rests  is  that,  if  the  board  had 
ordered  a  foundation  or  cradle  for  the  sewer,  it  would  not 
have  been  necessary.  This  is  a  matter  of  pure  speculation. 
Crilley  says  that  in  attempting  to  keep  the  water  out  of  the 
sewer  he  pumped  a  neighboring  marsh  dry.  Who  can  say 
how  much  of  this  water  would  have  come  in  had  there  been 
a  foundation  put  under  the  sewer  ?  The  contractor  took  the 
risk  of  the  influx  of  water,  and,  if  the  work  was  more  la- 
borious or  more  expensive  than  he  anticipated,  he  assumed 
the  risks,  and  cannot  rightfully  ask  the  city  to  carry  the 
burden  for  him.  There  are  many  other  circumstances  in 
the  testimony  bearing  on  this  feature  of  the  case,  but  the 
inordinate  length  of  this  opinion  forbids  further  discussion. 
Suffice  it  to  say  that  they  tend  to  the  further  confusion  of 
the  plaintiffs'  claim.  The  item  of  $3,000  for  superintendence 
was  a  gratuity  awarded  the  plaintiffs  without  a  shred  of 
legal  right  to  support  it. 

The  testimony  to  support  Exhibit  B  is  even  more  unsatis- 
factory. The  bill  itself  furnishes  absolutely  no  information 
as  to  the  circumstances  under  which  the  expenditures  were 
incurred,  and  it  is  not  helped  out  by  the  oral  testimony. 
There  are  dozens  of  items,  "  Cash,  pay  men ; "  also  for  cash 
paid  to  different  men  and  firms,  without  any  explanation  as 
to  the  purpose  or  necessity  therefor.  One  of  the  most  famil- 
iar rules  of  evidence  is  that  the  best  evidence  the  nature  of 
the  case  is  susceptible  of  should  be  produced.  It  is  signifi- 
cant in  this  case  that  the  books  containing  a  record  of  the 
expenditures,  etc.,  claimed  to  have  been  incurred  by  the  con- 
tractor were  not  produced.  Owing  to  the  peculiar  nature 
of  the  plaintiffs'  claim,  it  was  necessary  that  they  make  out 
a  cajse  vrith  reasonable  certainty,  and  to  produce  such  evi- 
dence as  would  enable  the  court  to  readily  ascertain  a  basis 
upon  which  to  found  a  recovery.    Maas  v,  Sv^cession  of 
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Hemcmdezj  48  La.  Ann.  264.  The  situation  was  such  that 
from  the  very  nature  of  things  it  was  impossible  for  defend- 
ant  to  controvert  the  plaintiffs'  claim.  It  was,  therefore, 
incumbent  on  the  plaintiffs  to  show  by  satisfactory  evidence 
that  the  work  for  which  the  money  was  expended  was  en- 
tirely distinct  from  the  original  contract  and  directly  con- 
nected with  and  necessary  to  the  completion  of  the  work. 
The  conclusion  of  a  witness  cannot  be  accepted  as  the  fact. 
There  should  have  been  proof  of  facts  and  circumstances 
which,  being  coupled  with  the  witness's  conclusion,  would 
justify  the  court  in  finding  the  existence  of  the  fact.  The 
inquiry  was  as  well  how  much  the  defendant  ought  to  pay 
as  how  much  the  plaintiffs  ought  to  have.  Plaintiffs  were 
seeking  a  recovery  on  quwnMmi  meruit  The  bald  statement 
of  the  expenditure  of  so  much  money  in  the  work  proves 
nothing.  What  was  the  consideration  for  such  payment  ? 
Were  the  prices  reasonable  ?  Were  the  men  employed  at 
going  wages?  AU  these  are  pertinent  inquiries,  and  to 
which  the  evidence  affords  no  answer. 

The  evidence  shows  that  when  the  excavation  of  the 
straining  chamber  was  about  completed,  it  was  discovered 
that  it  had  been  located  on  land  to  which  the  city  had  no 
right,  and  the  location  was  changed.  On  March  17,  1884, 
Mr.  Rice,  the  contractor,  presented  a  petition  to  the  com- 
mon council,  setting  out  the  change,  and  stating  that  he  had 
been  put  to  large  expense,  being  obliged  to  sink  two  cham- 
bers instead  of  one,  and  asking  for  an  allowance  of  $700 
therefor.  The  petition  was  laid  over  until  the  final  comple- 
tion of  the  work.  On  March  16, 1885,  the  board  of  public 
works  sent  a  communication  to  the  council  to  the  effect  that 
it  was  their  opinion  that  the  contractor  was  entitled  to  extra 
pay  for  such  work,  and  asking  the  council  to  adjust  the 
claim.  Accordingly  an  order  was  drawn  in  favor  of  Mr. 
Burnham  for  $700.  In  March,  1882,  Rice  presented  claims 
for  extra  excavation  at  the  curve,  and  extra  brick,  amount- 
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ing  to  $805.97,  to  the  board,  which  were  allowed  and  paid. 
There  was  also  a  bill  for  extra  lumber,  running  from  May 
10th  to  December  10th,  amounting  to  $816.66,  which  was 
also  allowed  and  paid.  On  January  31, 1885,  Bumham,  in 
his  own  right  and  as  assignee  of  Bice,  presented  a  claim  to 
the  board  for  work  on  the  straining  chamber,  in  which  he 
claimed  $7,233.82  as  his  due,  putting  in  lump  sums  for  so 
much  labor,  lumber,  and  pumping.  This,  counsel  claims, 
was  presented  merely  as  a  compromise,  and  should  not  have 
been  considered.  It  is  only  important  as  showing  one  of 
the  gradations  in  the  growth  of  this  remarkable  claim.  We 
have  been  somewhat  perplexed  over  the  position  assimied 
by  plaintiffs'  counsel.  At  the  time  the  bill  for  extras  at  the 
curve  was  presented,  before  referred  to,  whatever  right  the 
contractor  had  for  compensation  had  then  accrued.  The 
claim  presented  was  not  claimed  to  be  in  conformity  to  the 
terms  or  requirements  of  the  contract.  If  his  right  to  com- 
pensation for  work  so  done  had  then  ripened,  just  why  it 
should  have  been  parceled  up,  and  only  a  part  presented,  is 
not  easily  seen.  But,  it  is  said,  these  bills  are  in  the  hand- 
writing of  Mr.  Began,  a  clerk  in  the  office  of  the  board. 
Just  what  significance  is  to  be  attached  to  that  fact  we  are 
unable  to  determine.  The  claims  were  allowed,  and  the 
orders  received  by  Crilley,  presumably  with  knowledge  of 
what  they  were  for.  If  he  was  the  real  party  in  interest,  he 
is  chargeable  with  the  consequences  of  the  acts  of  his  repre- 
sentative, Rice.  He  cannot  accept  the  fruits  of  those  acts, 
and  afterwards  surcharge  his  accounts  and  plead  ignorance 
of  the  situation.  If  he  is  not  bound  by  the  requirements  of 
the  contract  as  to  reporting  claims  for  extras  monthly,  he 
certainly  cannot  parcel  up  and  present  his  claims  piecemeal. 
The  board  of  public  works  were  the  arbitrators  appointed 
by  the  contract  to  pass  upon  the  claims  for  extras,  and  when 
they  passed  upon  the  matters  submitted  their  finding  is  final. 
Whed^  V.  Vcm  Houtefn,^  12  Johns.  311;  KenddU  v,  Stokes^  3 
How.  87;  McJimsey  v.  Tra/verse,  1  Stew.  244. 
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It  is  idle  to  say  that  the  board  refused  to  act  upon  the 
plaintiffs'  claims.  They  had  repeated  meetings  together,  and 
matters  were  talked  over.  There  is  absolutely  no  proof  that 
the  board  ever  refused  to  act  upon  the  claim,  and  there  could 
be  none,  because  the  claim  had  never  been  presented.  If 
it  be  conceded  that  the  requirement  of  the  contract  as  to 
monthly  claims  for  extras  had  been  waived,  that  was  no 
waiver  of  the  necessity  of  submitting  to  them  the  actual  de- 
mand. The  board  passed  upon  aU  demands  submitted,  and 
in  their  final  adjustment  went  further,  and  recommended 
that  a  claim  filed  with  the  council  be  allowed. 

This  case  is  a  striking  example  of  the  exceeding  looseness 
with  which  municipal  contracts  are  sometimes  carried  out. 
Contractual  obligations  rests  very  lightly  when  there  is  in- 
fluence with  the  governing  power.  Whether  the  plaintiffs 
in  this  case  might  have  been  entitled  to  some  greater  allow- 
ance  for  extras  than  they  received,  had  they  placed  them- 
selves in  a  position  to  demand  it,  it  is  not  our  purpose  to 
inquire.  We  simply  pass  upon  the  situation  as  presented, 
and  do  not  hesitate  to  conclude  that  under  no  theory  of  the 
law  or  of  the  facts  in  the  record  can  the  plaintiffs'  recovery 
be  sustained.  The  defendant  virtually  admits  that  the  plaint- 
iffs are  entitled  to  the  $700  allowed  by  the  council,  and  the 
sum  of  $4,787.48  found  due  by  the  board  of  public  works. 
Orders  for  these  amounts  were  tendered  to  the  plaintiffs,, 
but  were  refused.  For  these  amounts  the  plaintiffs  are  en- 
titled to  judgment,  with  interest,  unless  there  has  been  a 
tender  of  money,  kept  good  under  the  rule,  or  a  tender  of 
judgment,  which  the  record  here  fails  to  disclose. 

JSy  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of 
Milwaukee  county  is  reversed,  and  the  cause  is  remanded 
with  directions  to  enter  judgment  for  plaintiffs  and  respond- 
ents in  accordance  vrith  this  opinion. 
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LosFFLBBy  Appellant,  vs.  Modern  Woodhbn  of  Amesioa^ 

Eespondent. 

April  14 — June  SS,  1898, 

Mutual  hene/U  aodetiea:  Bp4atD8:  Amendment  forfeiting  membership: 
Prohibited  buHness:  **  Wholesaler  of  liquors: "  Waiver:  Appeal: 
Equity. 

L  One  who  accepts  a  certificate  of  membership  in  a  mutnal  benefit 
society,  sabject  to  certain  conditions  and  liable  to  forfeiture  if  he 
shall  not  comply  with  said  conditions  and  "  such  by-laws  as  are  or 
may  he  adopted  by  the  head  camp  or  the  local  camp  of  which  he  is 
a  member,"  is  bound  by  an  amendment  to  the  by-laws,  subsequently 
adopted,  by  which  his  membership  becomes  forfeited  because  he  is 
engaged  in  a  business  prohibited  by  such  amendment 

%,  The  fact  that  no  action  was  taken  in  the  matter  until  about  three 
years  after  the  head  consul  of  the  society  had  knowledge  that  such 
member  was  engaged  in  the  prohibited  business,  and  that  during 
that  time  the  local  camp  continued  to  receive  his  dues  and  assess- 
ments, did  not  constitute  a  waiver  of  the  forfeiture,  where  the  head 
consul  had  no  duty  to  perform  in  respect  to  receiving  such  dues- 
or  assessments  or  in  respect  to  the  suspension  of  the  member,  and 
one  of  the  conditions  to  which  the  contract  was  expressly  subject 
provided  that  no  officer  of  the  society  could  waive  such  a  forfeiture. 

&  A  member  of  a  mutual  benefit  society  who,  as  clerk  of  a  local  camp, 
leceivee  dues  and  assessments  from  himself  after  he  has  forfeited 
his  membership  by  engaging  in  a  prohibited  business,  does  not 
thereby  waive  such  forfeitura 

4  A  stockholder,  officer,  and  salesman  of  a  corporation  dealing  in  liq- 
Tiors  at  wholesale  is  a  "  wholesaler  of  liquors  "  within  the  meaning 
of  a  by-law  of  a  mutual  benefit  society  providing  that  a  member 
engaging  in  the  occupation  of  a  wholesaler  of  liquors  should  thereby 
forfeit  his  membership. 

5.  Where,  by  the  laws  of  a  mutual  benefit  society,  all  decisions  of  the 
head  consul  are  subject  to  an  appeal  to  the  executive  council 
and  from  that  to  the  head  camp,  one  who  feels  aggrieved  by  a  de- 
cision of  the  head  consul  that  he  has  forfeited  his  membership 
should  pursue  his  remedy  by  appeal  before  applying  to  a  court  of 
equity  for  relief. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  La  Crosse 
county:  O.  B.  Wymax,  Circuit  Judge.     Affinued, 
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The  facts  are  stated  in  the  opinion. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Higbee  <6  Bwnge^ 
and  oral  argument  by  G,  W.  Bwnge. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  J.  G.  JoTvnson  and 
Winter*^  Esch  cfe  Wvrvter^  and  oral  argument  by  Framk  WirUer. 

Cassoday,  C.  J.  On  November  25,  1889,  the  defendant, 
an  Illinois  corporation,  issued  to  the  plaintiff  its  benefit  cer- 
tificate, to  the  effect  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  La  Crosse 
camp,  at  La  Crosse,  while  in  good  standing  in  the  fraternity, 
and  entitled  to  participate  in  its  benefit  fund  to  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $3,000,  which  should  be  paid  at  his  death  to 
his  wife,  Dora,  by  its  head  camp,  subject  to  all  the  condi- 
tions on  the  back  of  such  certificate  and  named  in  its  funda- 
mental laws,  and  liable  to  forfeiture  if  said  neighbor  should 
not  comply  with  the  conditions,  laws,  and  such  by-laws  and 
rules  as  were  or  might  be  adopted  by  the  head  camp,  or  the 
local  camp  of  which  he  was  a  member.  At  the  time  of  re- 
ceiving such  certificate  the  plaintiff  was  engaged  in  the 
clothing  business.  At  that  time  the  defendant  had  a  by-law 
to  the  effect  that  persons  engaged  in  certain  businesses  or 
employments  should  not  be  admitted  as  members  of  the  fra- 
temity,  among  which  were  wholesalers  and  manufacturers 
of  liquors,  saloon-keepers,  and  saloon-bartenders,  but  provid- 
ing that  such  by-law  should  not  be  construed  as  invalidating 
certificates  issued  prior  to  December  1,  1888.  On  July  1, 
1892,  the  plaintiff  engaged  in  the  business  of  a  wholesaler  of 
liquors,  as  a  stockholder,  ofllcer,  and  salesman  of  the  Elliot- 
Loeffler  Company,  a  corporation  engaged  in  seUing  intoxi- 
cating liquors  at  wholesale  in  Wisconsin,  and  continued  in 
such  business  until  the  time  of  the  trial  of  this  action,  March 
30,  1897.  On  Noveml^er  15, 1892,  such  by-law  was  amended, 
so  far  as  applicable  to  the  plaintiff,  so  as  to  read,  in  effect, 
that  persons  engaged  in  certain  businesses  or  employments 
should  not  be  admitted  as  members  of  the  fraternity,  among 
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which  were  wholesalers  or  manufacturers  of  liquors,  saloon- 
keepers,  and  saloon-bartenders;  that  if,  after  a  person  had 
become  a  member  of  the  fraternity,  he  should  engage  in  any 
of  such  employments  or  occupations  so  enumerated,  his  cer- 
tificate should  be  forfeited  by  such  act,  and  the  same  should 
be  null  and  void,  but  such  amendment  should  not  be  con- 
strued as  invalidating  certificates  issued  prior  to  December  1, 
1888.  From  November  25, 1889,  to  March  6, 1896,  the  plaint- 
iff continued  to  duly  pay  his  assessments  to  the  clerk  of  the 
Gateway  City  camp  of  the  defendant,  and  such  assessments 
were  received  by  such  clerk,  and  duly  transmitted  to  the 
proper  officer  of  the  head  camp  of  the  defendant,  at  Fulton, 
Illinois. 

By  the  provisions  of  the  defendant's  fundamental  laws 
and  by-laws  the  chief  executive  officer  of  the  defendant, 
known  as  the  "  head  consul,"  had  power  to  decide  all  ques- 
tions involving  the  construction  of  the  laws  of  the  order,  and 
his  decision,  when  rendered,  was  final,  and  binding  upon  all 
officers  and  members  of  the  order,  subject  to  an  appeal  to 
the  executive  council,  and  from  it  to  the  head  camp.  Be- 
tween February  17, 1896,  and  April  1, 1896,  the  clerk  of  the 
Gateway  City  camp,  mentioned,  requested  of  the  head  con- 
sul of  the  defendant  a  decision  as  to  whether  the  plaintiff 
could  remain  a  member  of  the  order  after  engaging  in  the 
prohibited  occupation  mentioned,  and  as  to  whether  his  mem- 
bership had  become  forfeited  by  engaging  in  such  prohib- 
ited employment,  and  as  to  whether  the  clerk  should  receive 
the  dues  and  assessments  of  the  plaintiff,  whereupon  the 
head  consul  decided  and  ruled  that,  the  plaintiff  being  en- 
gaged in  a  prohibited  occupation,  his  certificate  had  thereby 
become  null  and  void,  as  provided  by  the  fundamental  laws 
of  the  defendant,  and  that  the  clerk  should  not  receive  the 
<lues  and  assessments  of  the  plaintiff.  On  April  1, 1896,  and 
in  accordance  with  such  decision,  the  clerk  refused  to  receive 

the  dues  and  assessments  of  the  plaintiff  then  and  there  ten- 
VoL.  100—6 
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dered  by  the  plaintiff,  and  has  ever  since  and  still  refuses  to 
receive  the  dues  and  assessments  of  the  plaintiff  tendered. 

On  April  30,  1896,  the  plaintiff  requested  from  the  head 
consul  a  decision  as  to  whether  he  was  engaged  in  one  of 
the  prohibited  occupations,  and  as  to  whether  his  member- 
ship certificate  thereby  became  null  and  void.  On  May  22, 
1896,  the  head  consul,  in  writing,  decided  and  held  that  the 
plaintiff  was  engaged  in  a  prohibited  occupation,  and  that 
his  certificate  of  membership  had  thereby  become  null  and 
void,  and  that  the  clerk  should  no  longer  receive  payments 
from  him.  Thereupon  the  local  camp  investigated  the  mat- 
ter of  the  plaintiff  being  engaged  in  a  prohibited  occupation, 
and  the  action  of  the  local  clerk  in  refusing  to  receive  pay- 
ments from  the  plaintiff,  and  sanctioned,  by  resolution,  the 
act  of  the  clerk  in  refusing  to  receive  such  payments  of  the 
plaintiff. 

There  is  a  provision  of  the  defendant's  fundamental  laws 
and  by-laws  by  which  appeals  from  the  decision  of  the  head 
consul  can  be  taken  to  the  executive  council  of  the  order, 
and  from  its  decision  to  the  head  camp;  the  same  being  the 
supreme  governing  body  of  the  order.  The  plaintiff  did  not 
take  any  appeal  from  such  decision  of  the  head  consul,  or 
from  the  act  of  the  local  camp  or  of  its  officers,  to  the  execu- 
tive council  or  to  the  head  camp  of  the  order,  or  at  all,  before 
bringing  this  action,  though  the  fact  of  the  necessity  of  tak- 
ing such  appeal  was  brought  to  his  notice.  The  plaintiff  is 
still  engaged  in  the  business  of  a  wholesaler  and  salesman 
of  liquors.  In  1893  the  head  consul  had  knowledge  that  the 
plaintiff  was  a  wholesaler  of  liquors,  and  no  action  was  taken 
in  regard  to  the  matter  until  February  or  March,  1896,  when 
the  local  camp  of  which  the  plaintiff  was  a  member  refused 
to  longer  receive  assessments  or  dues  from  the  plaintiff,  or  to 
recognize  him  as  a  member  of  the  defendant  corporation,  for 
the  reason  that  he  was  engaged  in  a  prohibited  occupation, 
contrary  to  the  rules  of  the  defendant  corporation. 


Wis.]  JANTJAEY  TERM,  1898.  8» 

Loeffler  v&  Modem  Woodmen  of  America^ 

On  April  23, 1896,  the  plaintiff  commenced  this  action  to 
have  such  contract  of  life  insurance  adjudged  to  be  a  valid 
and  subsisting  contract,  and  decreed  to  be  in  full  force  and 
effect  as  against  the  defendant,  and  that  the  defendant  ac- 
cept payment  of  all  assessments  which  were  then  due,  and 
which  should  thereafter  become  due;  that  the  defendant 
should  put  the  plaintiff^s  name  again  upon  the  roll  of  its  cer- 
tificate holders,  and  in  aU  respects  restore  him  to  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  a  holder  of  a  benefit  certificate  in  the  de- 
fendant corporation.  The  defendant  answered  the  complaint, 
and  upon  the  issue  thus  joined  the  trial  court  found,  in  effect, 
the  facts  stated.  And  as  conclusions  of  law  the  court  found, 
in  effect,  that  such  fundamental  laws  and  by-laws  do  not  con- 
travene any  law  of  the  state,  and  were  reasonable,  and  bind- 
ing upon  the  members  of  the  defendant  order  and  upon  the 
plaintiff, —  he  having  contracted  to  obey  the  same  when  he 
became  a  member  of  the  defendant  order;  that  the  defend- 
ant had  not  waived  any  of  the  provisions  of  its  fundamental 
laws  or  by-laws  affecting  the  plaintiff;  that  by  engaging  in 
such  prohibited  occupation  he  had  violated  the  terms  of  hi& 
contract  with  the  defendant,  and  his  benefit  certificate  had 
thereby  become  null  and  void ;  that  the  plaintiff,  having  neg- 
lected to  perform  the  conditions  and  refused  to  obey  the  ob- 
ligations of  his  contract  with  defendant,  was  not  entitled 
to  the  aid  of  a  court  of  equity  to  enforce  the  contract  against 
the  defendant;  that  the  defendant  was  entitled  to  a  judg- 
ment dismissing  the  plaintiff ^s  action  without  costs;  and 
judgment  in  accordance  with  such  findings  was  thereby  or- 
dered. From  the  judgment  entered  thereon  in  accordance 
with  such  findings'the  plaintiff  appeals. 

We  assume  that  July  1, 1892,  the  plaintiff  became  a  stock- 
holder, officer,  and  salesman  of  the  Elliot-Loeffler  Company, 
a  wholesale  dealer  in  wines  and  liquors  in  La  Crosse,  in- 
stead of  July  1, 1893,  as  alleged  in  the  complaint  and  found 
by  the  court.   Had  he  been  such  dealer  in  liquors  at  the  time 
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he  became  a  meinber  of  the  defendant  corporation,  he  could 
not,  under  the  by-law  then  in  force,  have  been  admitted  as 
a  member.  But  notwithstanding  the  by-law  then  in  force 
precluded  such  dealers  from  becoming  members,  yet  it  is 
contended  that  after  a  person  had  once  been  properly  ad- 
mitted as  a  member  he  was  at  perfect  liberty  to  enter  upon 
and  continue  such  prohibited  business  or  employment,  and 
that  the  fraternity  was  without  power  to  prevent  him  from 
doing  so,  or  to  forfeit  his  membership  by  reason  of  his  en- 
gaging in  such  business  or  employment.  Accordingly  it  is 
contended  that  the  amendment  of  the  by-law,  November  15, 
1892,  providing  for  the  forfeiture  of  membership  by  those 
who  should  engage  in  such  business  or  employment  after 
having  become  members,  was  inoperative,  so  far  as  the 
plaintiff  was  concerned,  because  it  impaired  the  obligations 
of  his  contract.  A  perfect  answer  to  such  contention  is  that 
the  plaintiff  accepted  his  benefit  certificate  in  question  "  sub- 
ject to  all  the  conditions  on  the  back  "  thereof,  "  and  named 
in  its  fundamental  laws,  and  liable  to  forfeiture  if "  the 
plaintiff  should  not  comply  with  the  "  conditions,  laws,  and 
such  by-laws  and  rules  as  "  were  then,  or  might  thereafter 
"  be,  adopted  by  the  head  camp,  or  the  local  camp  "  of  which 
he  was  a  member.  In  holding  that  the  plaintiff,  by  the  ex- 
press terms  of  his  contract,  is  bound  by  the  amendment  so 
adopted  after  he  became  a  member,  we  are  simply  follow- 
ing the  rule  recently  applied  by  this  court  to  other  cases. 
Schmidt  V.  KnigJvU  of  Macc(H>ee8^  97  Wis.  528;  Hughes  v. 
Wis.  0,  F.  M.  Z.  Ins.  Co.  98  Wis.  292.  The  authorities  cited 
in  those  cases  fully  support  the  proposition.  See,  also,  El- 
le7*be  V.  Favrst^  119  Mo.  653 ;  St.  Patrick^ s  M.  B.  Soc.  v.  McVey, 
92  Pa.  St.  510;  MacDoweU  v.  AcUey,  93  Pa.  St.  277.  These 
<5ases  hold  that  such  forfeiture  clause  is  self-executing.  Cer- 
tainly there  is  stronger  reason  for  applying  such  rules  to  a 
fraternal  association,  like  the  one  at  bar,  than  to  a  mutual 
insurance  company. 
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It  is  contended  that  because  the  head  consul  had  knowl* 
edge  in  1893  that  the  plaintiff  was  a  wholesaler  of  liquors,. 
and  no  action  was  taken  in  regard  to  the  matter  until  1896, 
when  the  local  camp  of  which  the  plaintiff  was  a  member 
refused  to  longer  receive  his  dues  and  assessments,  or  to  rec- 
egnize  him  as  a  member,  by  reason  of  his  having  engaged 
in  such  prohibited  business  or  employment,  there  had  been 
a  waiver  of  such  forfeiture.    But  we  do  not  understand  that 
such  head  consul  had  any  duty  to  perform  in  respect  to  re- 
ceiving the  plaintiff's  dues  or  assessments,  or  in  respect  to 
notifying  the  plaintiff  that  he  was  suspendedjj  or  in  respect 
to  his  suspension.    Such  duties  devolved  upon  the  head 
bank^  or  the  head  clerk.   The  plaintiff  testified  to  the  effect 
that  in  1893  he  wrote  the  head  consul  that  he  "  was  a  mem- 
ber of  an  incorporated  concern  dealing  in  wines  and  liquors, 
and  engaged  as  their  agent; "  that  the  head  consul  replied 
to  the  effect  that  if  the  plaintiff  kept  himself  in  good  stand- 
ing, and  kept  all  his  dues  and  assessments  paid  up,  he  (the 
head  consul)  had  no  authority  to  take  any  action  in  the 
matter.     It  appears  that  all  questions  decided  by  the  head 
consul  were  subject  to  an  appeal  to  the  executive  council, 
and  from  that  to  the  head  camp.    The  conditions  and  by- 
laws to  which  the  plaintiff,  by  his  contract,  had  subjected 
himself  were  such  as  had  b3en  or  should  "  be  adopted  by 
the  head  camp,  or  the  local  camp  of  which  he  was  a  mem- 
ber."    The  fundamental  laws  of  1892  expressly  provide  that 
"no  officer  of  this  order  is  authorized  or  permitted  to  waive 
any  of  the  provisions  of  divisions  I  or  J  of  these  laws,  or 
any  other  of  the  laws  of  the  order  which  relate  to  the  sub- 
stance of  the  contract  of  insurance  between  the  member  and 
the  order."    Among  the  provisions  which  are  thus  prohib- 
ited from  being  waived  is  the  one  forfeiting  membership  by 
engaging  in  such  prohibited  business  or  employment.    Be- 
sides, it  appears  that  the  plaintiff  was  himself  clerk  of  the 
local  camp  a  part  of  the  same  year  in  which  he  claims  that 
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«,  dispensation  was  granted  to  him  and  his  forfeiture  waived 
by  the  head  consul,  and  that,  as  such  clerk,  he  was  liable  to 
expulsion  if  he  received  payment  of  arrearages  from  mem- 
bers engaged  in  such  prohibited  business  or  employment, 
dertainly,  he  could  not  by  receiving  such  payments  waive 
his  own  forfeiture.  We  must  hold  that  there  was  no  waiver. 

The  plaintiff  was  manifestly  a  wholesaler  of  liquors,  within 
the  meaning  of  the  by-laws.  If  he  felt  aggrieved  by  the  de- 
cision of  the  head  consul  in  respect  to  the  same,  or  in  respect 
to  such  forfeiture,  he  had  the  remedy  provided  for  within 
the  corporation.  Cha/mherlain  v.  Linccln^  129  Mass.  70; 
Ka/rcher  v.  Sujpreme  Lodge  Knights  of  Honor ^  137  Mass.  368 ; 
Oliver  v,  Hopkins,  14A  Mass.  175 ;  Spilmcm  v.  Supreme  Gown- 
cU  of  Home  Oi/rde,  157  Mass.  128.  It  is  certainly  not  the 
business  of  courts  of  equity  to  supervise  the  management 
and  control  of  fraternal  and  benevolent  associations  and  in- 
corporations.   We  find  no  substantial  equity  in  the  bilL 

By  the  Cowrt. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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Willow  Rivbb  Club,  Appellant,  vs.  Wade,  Respondent. 

April  16 — June  tS,  1898. 
Navigable  rivers:  Right  of  fishing. 

1.  Willow  river,  in  St  Croix  county,  an  unmeandered  tributary  of  the 
Mississippi,  capable  in  times  of  high  water  of  floating  logs  and 
small  rowboatSy — although  at  other  times  rowboats  cannot  be  taken 
up  the  stream  without  dragging  or  pushing  them  on  the  bottom  in 
numerous  shallow  places, —  is  held  to  be  a  public  navigable  stream. 

13.  Although  the  title  to  the  bed  of  a  navigable  stream  is  in  the  riparian 
owners,  yet  the  right  to  fish  in  such  a  stream  is  a  right  common  to 
the  public,  and  one  who  keeps  within  the  limits  of  the  stream  may 
exercise  such  right  without  being  guilty  of  trespass. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  St.  Croix 
county:  W.  F.  Bailet,  Judge.    Affirmed. 
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For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Baker  dk  Ea/ven 
and  N,  H.  Clapp^  and  oral  argument  hj  Mr.  Glapp.  They 
contended,  imter  oLia^  that  in  the  rivers  of  this  state,  espe- 
cially  small  streams  like  the  Willow  river,  the  rule  of  the 
common  law  obtains  as  to  the  right  of  fishery.  Such  waters 
are  private  waters  except  as  against  the  public  right  of  float- 
ing logs.  The  water  and  the  soil  thereunder  and  the  right 
to  fish  therein  are  capable  of  private  ownership  and  belong 
to  the  owner  of  the  land.  They  are  not  the  property  of  the 
state  or  of  the  whole  people,  and  the  people  have  no  rights 
in  such  streams  except  the  right  to  float  logs  where  the 
stream  is  capable  of  such  use.  The  fact  that  such  small 
streams  may  be  used  for  floating  logs  does  not  in  any  degree 
impair  or  detract  from  the  right  of  fishery  which  belongs  to 
and  is  vested  in  the  riparian  proprietor.  The  right  of  the 
public  to  use  the  stream  for  the  passage  of  logs  or  small  boats 
is  entirely  exclusive  and  limited  in  its  nature  and  does  not 
give  the  public  any  authority  to  interfere  with  or  disturb 
the  rights  of  the  riparian  owner,  except  so  far  as  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  the  exercise  of  the  limited  right  of  passage  along 
said  stream  with  logs  and  small  boats.  3  Kent,  Comm.  (13th 
ed.),  411;  Gould,  Waters  (2d  ed.),  §  182;  Angell,  Water- 
courses, 70.  The  owner  of  both  banks  of  a  stream  is  the 
owner  of  the  bed,  and  the  owner  of  one  bank  owns  the  bed 
of  the  stream  to  the  center  of  the  current,  and  this  applies 
to  streams  that  are  meandered  as  well  as  to  thoso  which 
are  unraeandered.  Jones  v,  Pettihons^  2  Wis.  308,  319,  320; 
Mariner  v.  ISchuLte^  13  id.  692;  Walker  v,  Shej)ardso7i,  4  id. 
486;  Arnold  v.  Elm(yre,  16  id.  509,  514;  OUon  v.  Merrill,  42 
id.  203;  Delapla/ine  v.  C.  ds  If,  W.  R.  Co,  id.  214;  Iforofosa  v. 
Grijfiths,  65  id.  599,  608;  JanesviUe  v.  Carpenter,  77  id.  288, 
300;  A.  O,  Conn  Co,  v.  Little  Suamico  L,  M,  Co,  74  id.  652, 
656,  658;  Ba/mey  v.  Keokuk,  94  U.  S.  324.  "The  right  of 
fishing  and  fowling  upon  such  water  is  in  the  owner  of  the 
soil  which  is  under  the  water."    Ifepee^auk  Club  v.  Wilson, 
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96  Wis.  290.  The  only  modification  of  the  common  law  in 
this  state  is  that  the  term  "  navigable  "  is  applied  in  a  quali- 
fied sense  to  streams  upon  which  logs  can  be  floated  from 
the  forest  to  market.  Except  as  against  this  qualified  and 
limited  right  the  common  law  obtains  in  its  full  vigor;  and 
while  this  court  recognizes  the  existence  of  an  easement  in 
the  public  to  pass  logs  down  small  streams  in  this  state  to 
market,  it  most  carefully  and  explicitly  guards  every  other 
common-law  right  of  riparian  owners.  Wdlheft «?.  Shepwrd- 
80)iy  4  Wis.  486;  Ddaplaine  v.  C.  cfe  iT.  TT.  H.  Co.  42  id. 
214,  224;  JcmesviUe  v.  Carpenter ^  77  id.  288;  Allen  v.  Weber y 
80  id.  531;  Reysen  v.  lioate,  92  id.  543;  Gould,  Waters, 
§  191;  Bigelow  v.  SKoajOj  65  Mich.  341.  Confusion  has  re- 
sulted and  is  likely  to  result  from  using  the  word  "navi- 
gable "  in  different  senses  —  from  calling  small  inland  rivers 
"  navigable,"  and  then  jumping  to  the  conclusion  that  all 
the  qualities  attach  to  them  which  the  common  law  gave 
to  tide  waters.  All  that  is  decided  in  the  case  of  OUan  v, 
MerriUj  42  Wis.  203,  and  other  similar  cases,  is  that  rivers 
capable  of  floating  the  wealth  of  the  state  to  market  are  en- 
titled to  be  considered  for  that  purpose  public  waters,  usable 
for  commerce  as  of  public  right.  The  Michigan  court  has 
guardedly  said  that  such  rivers  are  "  floatable  "  instead  of 
"navigable,"  and  this  term  very  aptly  expresses  what  is 
clearly  the  rule  in  this  state.  Obviously  such  rivers  are  not 
navigable  in  the  common-law  sense,  and  obviously,  when 
this  court  has  called  such  rivers  "  navigable,"  it  has  not  at- 
tached to  them  by  that  fact  the  atatvs  of  tide  waters  at  com- 
mon law.  This  is  completely  proven  by  the  decisions  of  this 
court,  holding  that  the  riparian  owner's  title  extends  to  the 
center  of  the  stream  and  is  complete  for  all  purposes  except 
as  against  the  public  rights  of  navigation.  See  Sterling  v. 
Jackson^  69  Mich.  511;  Grand  Rapids  v.  Powers,  89  id.  108- 
111.  According  to  the  common  law,  land  under  inland  riv- 
ers, the  water  itself,  and  the  fishing  right  therein  were  sub- 
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ject  to  private  ownership  and  belonged  to  the  owners  of  the 
adjacent  shores.    Hardin  v.  Jordarij  140  U.  S.  371 ;  Hale^ 
De  Jure  Maris,  Cap.  I.  (in  appendix  to  Hall,  Seashore);  Co. 
litt.  4/z,  5h;  Mackenzie  v.  BanheSj  3  App.  Cas.  1324;  Brutow 
r.  Cormican^  id.  641 ;  Freary  v.  Cooke^  14  Mass.  488 ;  Comm, 
V.  Chopin,  5  Pick.  199;  Comm,  v.  Alger ,  7  Cosh.  96;  Blood  v. 
N.  cfe  Z.  R.  Corp.  2  Gray,  137;  Paine  v.  Woods,  108  Mass. 
160;  Lormcm  v.  Benson,  8  Mich.  18;  Sterling  v.  Jackson,  69- 
id.  488;  HooTcer  v.  Cummings,  20  Johns.  90;  BrooTchaven  v. 
Strong,  60  N.  T.  56;  Cobb  v.  Davenport,  32  N.  J.  Law,  369  j 
S,  C.  33  id.  223;  Bechnan  v.  Kreamer,  43  111.  447;  McCuh 
Imigh  V.  Wall,  4  Kich.  Law,  68;  Gould,  Waters,  §§  48, 61,  93a, 
184,  185,  204;  MaU  v.  Alford,  72  N.  W.  Kep.  137.    The  au- 
thority is  overwhelming  that  acquiescence  however  long 
continued  in  public  fishing  in  private  property  is  not  a  dedi- 
cation to  the  public  and  does  not  operate  to  give  the  public 
rights  by  custom  or  by  prescription.   Waters  v.  LilUy,  4  Pick. 
148;  Turner  V,  Hebron,  61  Conn.  175.    The  significance  of 
the  fact  that  defendant  came  into  our  inclosure  from  a  high- 
way is  not  apparent.    Either  the  exclusive  right  of  fishing 
upon  this  land  bolongs  to  the  plaintiff  or  it  does  not.     If  it 
does,  it  is  entirely  immaterial  whether  defendant  in  wrong- 
fully usurping  that  right  comes  on  a  public  highway  or  in  a 
balloon.   His  coming  into  our  inclosure  and  remaining  there 
against  our  protest  for  an  unlawful  purpose  is  a  trespass.    It 
is  a  fundamental  principle  controlling  the  use  of  all  high- 
ways that  no  person  other  than  the  owner  of  the  fee  can 
make  any  use  of  such  highway  except  for  the  purpose  of 
passing  and  repassing.  Elliott,  Koads  &  S.  310,  536;  Adams 
V.  Rivers,  11  Barb.  390. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Jolin  W.  Bash- 
ford^  James  A.  Frear,  and  S,  J.  Bradford,  and  the  cause 
was  argued  orally  by  Mr.  Bashford  and  by  C  E,  W/idan, 
of  counsel.  They  argued,  among  other  things,  that  if  a 
river  is  capable  in  its  natural  state  of  being  us  3d  for  pur- 
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poses  of  commerce,  no  matter  in  what  mode  that  commerce 
may  be  conducted,  it  is  navigable  in  fact,  and  becomes  a 
public  river  or  highway,  although  its  navigation  may  be 
encompassed  with  difficulties  by  reason  of  natural  barriers* 
The  Montello^  20  Wall.  430 ;  Wis.  River  Imp.  Co.  v.  Lyons^ 

30  Wis.  61 ;  OUon  v.  Merrill,  42  id.  203 ;  Brown  v.  Chad- 
houme,  50  Am.  Dec.  641 ;  Thunder  Bay  E.  B.  Co.  v.  Speechly^ 

31  Mich.  341 ;  Burroughs  v.  Whitwam,  59  id.  2Y9 ;  FaUa  Mfg. 
Co.  V.  Oconto  Eiver  Invp.  Co.  87  Wis.  134.  In  the  case  of  a 
navigable  river,  the  bed  of  the  river  is  a  public  highway  of 
the  state  and  within  its  absolute  control.  Smith  v.  Oovld, 
59  Wis.  644;  Black  River  Imp.  Co.  v.  La  Crosse  B.  <&  T.  Co. 
64  id.  680,  682.  The  bed  or  soil  of  navigable  waters  is  held 
by  the  people  of  the  state  in  their  character  as  sovereign  in 
trust  for  public  uses  for  which  they  are  adapted.  III.  Cent. 
R.  Co.  V.  Illinois  J  146  U.  S.  387;  Mclennan  v.  Prentice,  85 
Wis.  443-445;  Miller  v.  MendenhaU,  19  Am.  St.  Kep.  219, 
and  note;  Ba/mey  v.  Keokuk,  94  U.  S.  324;  Ifepee^nauk  Club 
V.  Wilson,  96  Wis.  290.  But,  assuming  that  Willow  river  is 
nonnavigable,  still,  under  the  statutes  of  the  territory  and 
state  of  Wisconsin  and  the  authorities,  the  defendant  had  a 
right  to  fish  in  said  river.  Terr.  Stats,  of  1839,  p.  121 ;  ch.  87, 
Laws  of  1863;  sec.  17,  ch.  183,  E.  S.  1858;  ch.  22,  Laws  of 
1868;  ch.  211,  Laws  of  1873;  ch.  196,  Laws  of  1875;  ch.  23, 
Laws  of  1879 ;  ch.  44,  Laws  of  1885.  From  the  passage  of  the 
various  acts  relating  to  the  control  of  the  waters  in  the  state 
and  the  fish  therein,  it  is  evident  that  the  state  has  never  re- 
leased its  ownership  and  control  over  the  waters  of  the  state 
and  the  fish  therein,  whether  in  streams,  navigable  rivers,  or 
lakes.  Cole  v.  Eastham,  133  Mass.  65, 68 ;  2- Dane,  Abr.  ch.  68, 
Art.  6,  §  1 ;  Nickerson  v.  Brackett,  10  Mass.  212 ;  Comm.  v. 
Chapin,  6  Pick.  199;  Vinton  v.  Welsh,  9  id.  87;  Angell, 
Watercourses,  §  85.  The  fish  belong  to  the  public,  under 
fiubd.  1,  sec.  11,  ch.  221,  Laws  of  1895,  and  sec.  20,  ch.  307, 
Laws  of  1893,  and  prior  acts.    See  Cole  v.  Eastham,  133  Mass. 
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65;  People  v.  CoUisoriy  85  Mich.  105;  People  v.  Bridges^  142 
m.  30;  State  v.  Roberts^  69  N".  H.  256;  Hooker  v.  OwmmingSj 
20  Johns.  91;  Lamton  v.  Steele^  152  TJ.  S.  133;  People  v. 
Brooksy  101  Mich.  98 ;  Comm.  v.  Perlet/y  130  Mass.  469 ;  Mm- 
neapolis  MUZ  Co,  v.  Boa/rd  of  Water  Com/m^rs  of  St.  Paul^  56 
Minn.  485;  Black  River  Imp.  Co.  v.  La  Crosse  B.  <&  T.  Co. 
54  Wis.  680-682;  Stats  v.  Wdohy  66  K  H.  178;  Comm.  v. 
Gilherty  160  Mass.  157;  Comm.  v.  Folletty  164  id.  477.  The 
right  of  the  legislature  to  control  the  subject  of  fisheries  and 
riparian  rights  seems  to  have  been  completely  disposed  of  by 
the  United  States  supreme  court  in  Hardin  v.  Jorda/riy  140 
U.  S.  371. 

Cassodat,  0.  J.  This  is  an  action  for  trespass  to  recover 
$20  damages  for  taking  fish,  commenced  in  justice's  court. 
The  defendant  answered  to  the  effect  that  he  had  a  right  to 
take  the  fish,  and  that  the  title  to  land  would  come  in  ques- 
tion, and  gave  the  requisite  bond,  and  the  case  was  there- 
upon transferred  to  the  circuit  courts  where  the  cause  was 
tried. 

It  appears  from  the  record,  and  is  undisputed,  that  at  the 
times  mentioned  the  plaintiff  was  a  legally  constituted  cor- 
poration, duly  organized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  Min- 
nesota; that  May  3i,  1896,  the  plaintiff  was  the  owner  and 
in  the  possession  of  the  200  acres  of  land  described ;  that 
the  Willow  river  was  a  stream  or  river,  not  meandered, 
flowing  through  and  over  said  land  and  premises;  that  on 
or  about  June  1, 1896,  the  defendant,  against  the  protest  of 
the  plaintiff  and  w^ithout  its  consent,  entered  upon  said 
stream  for  the  purpose  of  fishing  therein,  from  the  "  John 
Kelley  road,"  so  called,  a  public  highway  which  runs  from 
John  Kelley's  premises  to  said  Willow  river  at  a  point  where 
it  is  upon  the  plaintiff's  land,  and  from  thence,  by  means  of 
a  boat,  passed  from  said  road  upon  and  down  said  stream 
upon  said  premises  in  a  boat,  and  from  said  boat,  while  the 
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same  was  upon  said  stream  at  the  points  above  and  below 
said  road,  and  within  the  boundaries  of  the  premises  de- 
scribed, fished  for,  caught,  and  took  with  hook  and  line 
from  said  stream,  at  said  point  on  said  stream,  ten  fish 
called  trout,  of  the  value  of  one  dollar,  said  fish  then  being 
and  swimming  in  the  water  of  said  stream,  and  did  carry- 
said  trout  away,  and  applied  them  to  his  own  use,  against 
the  will  and  protest  of  the  plaintiff,  returning  from  said 
Willow  river  by  said  road  known  as  the  "  John  Kelley  road ; " 
that  Willow  river  is  about  forty  miles  long  in  a  direct  line 
from  source  to  the  mouth,  but  about  seventy  miles  long 
in  the  windings  of  the  stream ;  that  Willow  River  Falls  is 
about  seven  miles  from  the  mouth  of  the  river  by  a  direct 
line;  that  the  point  where  the  defendant  entered  upon  the 
river  is  about  one  and  a  half  miles  below  the  falls,  and 
within  the  back  water  of  a  dam  erected  about  one  half  a 
mile  below,  at  Little  Falls ;  that  he  entered  upon  the  stream 
from  a  public  highway  known  as  the  "  Kelley  road,"  where 
the  river  was  200  feet  wide  and  from  eight  to  ten  feet  deep; 
that  from  the  early  settlement  of  the  country  until  1882 
logs  were  driven  down  the  river  upon  freshets  and  by  the 
aid  of  dams  to  St.  Croix  Lake ;  that  after  1865  millions  of 
feet  of  logs  were  so  driven  each  year,  but  that  since  1882 
logs  had  only  been  driven  down  the  stream  to  New  Rich- 
mond, eighteen  miles  above  the  mouth  of  the  river  in  a 
direct  line;  that  in  the  year  1895,  5,000,000  feet  had  been 
driven  down  to  New  Richmond;  that  below  the  main  falls 
is  a  succession  of  rocky  rapids;  that  persons  had  been  up 
the  river  from  Hudson  to  the  falls  several  times  in  small 
rowboats,  once  in  1853,  and  again  in  1868;  that  in  going 
over  the  rapids  below  the  falls  they  used  their  oars  as  poles, 
and  pushed  from  the  bottom;  that  it  was,  and  always  had 
been,  impossible,  except  in  times  of  high  water,  to  get  up 
the  stream  as  far  as  the  main  falls  in  an  ordinary  rowboat, 
without  dragging  or  pushing  it  on  the  bottom  of  the  river 
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in  numerous  shallow  places;  that  several  streams  flow  into 
"Willow  river  below  New  Kichmond  and  above  the  falls; 
that  Ten  Mile  creek  flows  in  below  New  Richmond,  and 
runs  a  thirty-inch  wheel,  which  furnishes  power  for  a  grist- 
mill at  Boardman;  that  there  is  thirty  to  forty  per  cent, 
more  water  below  the  falls  than  above  and  at  a  point  above 
the  point  of  the  alleged  trespass;  that,  at  an  ordinary  stage 
of  water  in  the  river,  the  narrowest  place  below  the  falls 
was  thirty-three  feet  in  width;  that  the  average  width,  ac- 
cording to  measurement  taken,  was  fifty  feet;  that  at  a 
point  where  it  was  fifty  feet  wide  the  depth  was  from  six- 
teen to  forty-two. inches;  that  at  a  point  where  it  was  132 
feet  wide  the  depth  was  from  four  to  twenty-five  inches; 
that  at  Kelley's  ford,  where  the  trespass  is  alleged  to  have 
been  committed,  the  river  is  200  feet  wide,  and  from  eight 
to  ten  feet  in  depth;  that  wangans,  bateaux,  canoes,  and 
rafts  had  been  run  down  the  river  as  early  as  1855  and  1857; 
that  the  state  had  stocked  the  Willow  river  with  thousands 
of  trout  during  each  of  the  years  1885  to  1892,  inclusive; 
that  there  were  no  screens  or  nettings  inclosing  or  bounding 
the  stream  so  as  to  close  the  fish  upon  the  land  and  premises 
described;  that  fish  for  miles  up  and  down  the  stream  were 
at  liberty  to  go  on  and  off  the  premises  without  hindrance 
or  obstruction. 

At  the  close  of  the  evidence  the  court  directed  a  verdict 
in  favor  of  the  defendant,  and  from  the  judgment  entered 
thereon  plaintiff  brings  this  appeal. 

The  precise  question  presented  by  the  facts  stated  is 
whether  the  defendant,  by  stepping  from  a  public  highway 
into  a  boat  upon  the  river,  and  while  floating  thereon,  catch- 
ing the  fish  in  question  from  the  river  by  hook  and  line, 
committed  a  trespass  upon  the  premises  of  the  plaintiff. 
The  proper  solution  of  the  question  depends  upon  the  proper 
determination  of  one  or  more  other  questions  discussed  at 
the  bar.     Counsel  for  the  plaintiff  is  undoubtedly  correct  in 
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claiming  that  at  common  law  the  public  right  of  fishery  in 
rivers  was  confined  to  such  portions  of  the  rivers  as  were 
covered  by  the  ebb  and  flow  of  the  sea,  and  that  the  right 
of  fishing  in  fresh-water  rivers  was  exclusively  in  the  abut- 
ting landowners.  Thus,  it  is  held,  in  quite  a  recent  case, 
that  "the  public  cannot,  by  prescription  or  otherwise,  obtain 
t  a  legal  right  to  fish  in  a  non-tidal  river,  even  though  it  be 
navigable."  Smith  v.  Andrews  [1891],  2  Ch.  Div.  678.  One 
of  the  grounds  given  for  such  distinction  between  fresh  and 
salt  water  rivers  is  that  the  title  to  the  bed  or  soil  under 
each  of  such  tidal  rivers  is  in  the  British  crown.  The  pub- 
lic lands  in  the  thirteen  original  states,  respectively,  were,  of 
course,  originally  granted  by  the  crown  directly,  by  way  of 
charters,  patents,  or  otherwise,  to  chartered  governments,- 
to  provincial  establishments,  to  proprietary  governments, — 
as  to  William  Penn  and  to  the  Duke  of  York, — or  to  indi- 
viduals; and  then,  upon  the  breaking  out  of  the  Revolution 
and  the  organization  of  each  of  the  colonies  into  a  separate 
and  independent  state,  confirmed  by  the  treaty  of  peace  in 
1783,  the  title  to  such  lands  as  were  not  held  by  private 
tenure,  together  with  all  the  powers  of  sovereignty,  tho  pre- 
rogatives and  regalities  which  had  previously  either  belonged 
to  the  crown  or  to  parliament,  became  immediately  and 
rightfully  vested  in  such  state,  since  there  was  no  national 
government  until  several  years  afterwards.  Martin  v.  Wad- 
deUj  16  Pet.  416.  See,  also.  Den  v.  Jersey  Co.  15  How,  426; 
Smith  V.  Maryland^  18  How.  71;  Cooper  v.  Telfair^  4:  DrVL.  14; 
Smith  V.  Maryland,  6  Cranch,  286;  DanfortKs  Lessee  v. 
Thomusj  1  Wheat.  155 ;  Owings  v.  Speed,  5  Wheat.  420 ;  Shively 
V.  BowVby,  152  U.  S.  1.  It  was  perfectly  natural,  therefore, 
for  the  thirteen  original  states,  whose  shores  were  washed 
by  the  Atlantic,  as  the  shores  of  Great  Britain  were  washed 
by  the  seas,  to  apply  the  English  common  law,  and  hold,  as 
a  general  rule,  that  beds  of  tidal  rivers  belonged  to  the  state, 
but  that  the  beds  of  fresh-water  rivers  belonged  to  the  abut- 
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ting  landowners.  Smith  v.  Marylcmdy  18  How.  71.  And  yet 
in  some  of  those  states  the  conrts  extended  the  common-law 
rule,  applicable  only  to  tidal  rivers,  to  certain  navigable 
fresh- water  rivers.  Subsequently,  when  the  national  govern- 
ment was  framed  and  organized,  and  as  a  part  of  the  general 
plan  of  the  same,  Virginia  ceded  the  Northwest  Territory, 
including  what  is  now  Wisconsin,  to  the  United  States,  and 
thereafter  all  lands  acquired  became  the  property  of  the 
federal  government.  The  United  States  has  only  parted 
with  such  title  by  specific  grants,  patents,  pre-emptions,  and 
other  modes  of  conveyance  and  transfer.  The  rulings  of  the 
courts  in  the  original  states,  and  perhaps  a  failure  in  some 
cases  to  fully  appreciate  the  difference  in  the  source  of  title 
to  land  in  the  new  and  old  states,  seem  to  have  led  to  more 
or  less  confusion,  if  not  conflict,  in  the  decisions  of  state 
courts,  as  to  whether  the  title  to  the  beds  of  navigable  fresh- 
water rivers  was  in  the  state  or  in  the  abutting  landown- 
ers. Some  of  the  new  states,  and  probably  most  of  them, 
bold  that  such  title  is  vested  in  the  state,  regardless  of 
the  ebb  and  flow  of  the  sea.  Shwdy  v.  BowXby^  152  U.  S.  2. 
This  court  has  held  from  the  beginning  that  the  owners  of 
the  bank  of  a  navigable  stream  by  purchase  from  the  United 
States,  even  when  meandered,  were  presumed  to  be  such 
owners  to  the  middle  of  the  stream  in  front  of  such  pur- 
chase. J(me%  V.  jPeUibone^  2  Wis.  808:  Walker  v,  Shepardson, 
2  Wis.  384;  S.  O.  4  Wis.  486;  Mariner  v.  SchvUe,  13  Wis. 
692;  Arnold  v.  Elmore^  16  Wis.  509;  Wis.  River  Imp.  Co. 
V.  Lymis^  30  Wis.  61;  Wright  v.  Day,  33  Wis.  260;  OUon  v. 
MerriUj  42  Wis.  203 ;  N(yrGro%%  v.  Griffiths,  65  Wis.  599 ;  Janes- 
viUe  V.  Caff^penter,  77  Wis.  288.  Of  course,  such  owners  take 
and  hold  such  title  for  the  use  of  the  public.  The  only  utter- 
ance to  the  contrary  in  this  court  is  a  suggestion  of  Chief 
Justice  Dixon  in  the  Lyons  Case,  which  Chief  Justice  Eyan 
characterized  as  a  dictum  based  upon  a  former  dictum  of  the 
federal  court,  but  which  had  thereafter  been  corrected  in  that 
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court.  OUoii  V.  MerriU,  42  Wis.  210,  211.  In  the  last  fed- 
eral case  thus  referred  to,  Mr.  Justice  Bradley,  speaking  for 
the  court,  said  that  "  by  the  common  law  such  additions  [ac- 
cretions] to  the  land  on  navigable  waters  belonged  to  the 
crown;  but,  as  the  only  waters  recognized  ia  England  as 
navigable  were  tide  waters,  the  rule  was  often  expressed  as 
applicable  to  tide  waters  only,  although  the  reason  of  the 
rule  would  equally  apply  to  navigable  waters  above  the  flow 
of  the  tide, —  that  reason  being  that  the  public  authorities 
ought  to  have  entire  control  of  the  great  passageways  of 
commerce  and  navigation,  to  be  exercised  for  the  public  ad- 
vantage and  convenience.  The  confusion  of  navigable  with 
tide  waters,  found  in  the  monuments  of  the  common  law, 
long  prevailed  in  this  country,  notwithstanding  the  broad 
differences  existing  between  the  extent  and  topography  of 
the  British  island  and  that  of  the  American  continent.  .  .  . 
Whether,  as  rules  of  property,  it  would  now  be  safe  to  change 
these  doctrines  where  they  have  been  applied,  as  before  re- 
marked, is  for  the  several  states  themselves  to  determine. 
If  they  choose  to  resign  to  the  riparian  proprietor  rights 
which  properly  belong  to  them  in  their  sovereign  capacity, 
it  is  not  for  others  to  raise  objections.'*  Barney  v.  Keokuk^ 
94  U.  S.  337, 338.  The  views  thus  expressed  have  frequently 
since  been  sanctioned.  Packer  v,  Birdy  137  U.  S.  661,  671 ; 
Hardin  v.  Jordcm^  140  U.  S.  371, 382 ;  Kaukatma  Water  Potoer 
Co.  V,  Gree7i  Bay  <&  M,  Canal  Co,  142  U.  S.  254;  EJdridge 
V.  Trezefoam,ty  160  U.  S.  466.  In  these  cases  it  is  held  that 
'*  whatever  incidents  and  rights  attach  to  the  ownership  of 
property  conveyed  by  the  United  States,  bordering  on  navi- 
gable streams,  will  be  determined  by  the  states  in  which  it 
is  situated,  subject  to  the  limitation  that  their  rules  do  not 
impair  the  eflScacy  of  the  grant,  or  the  use  and  enjoyment 
of  the  property  by  the  grantee."  "Grants  by  the  United 
States  of  its  public  lands  bounded  on  streams  and  other 
waters,  made  without  reservation  or  restriction,  are  to  be 
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construed,  as  to  their  effect,  according  to  the  law  of  the  state 
in  which  the  lands  lie."  "  In  Wisconsin  the  ownership  of  ripa- 
rian proprietors  extends  to  the  center  or  thread  of  the  stream, 
stibject,  if  such  stream  be  navigable,  to  the  right  of  the  pub- 
Uc  to  its  use  as  a  public  highway  for  the  passage  of  vessels; 
and  the  law,  so  settled  by  the  highest  court  of  the  state,  is 
controlling  in  this  court  as  a  rule  of  property."  To  the  same 
effect,  Shivdy  v.  Bowlby^  152  U.  S.  40.  On  the  contrary,  the 
riparian  proprietor  upon  navigable  lakes  and  ponds  takes  the 
land  only  to  the  water's  edge.  Ddaplaine  v,  C,  <&  N.  W,  H, 
Co.  42  Wis.  214;  Priewe  v.  Wis.  StaU  L.  &  1.  Co.  93  Wis.  546. 
In  the  case  at  bar  it  is  conceded  that  the  plaintiff  owned 
the  land  on  both  sides  of  the  stream,  and  hence  has  title  to 
the  bed  of  the  stream.  But  the  mere  fact  that  the  title 
to  the  bed  of  the  stream  is  in  the  plaintiff  is  not  necessarily 
conclusive  that  the  plaintiff  has  title  to  the  fish  in  the  river. 
As  indicated,  at  common  law  the  publio  right  of  fishing  in 
rivers  was  confined  to  such  portions  of  the  rivers  as  were 
covered  by  the  ebb  and  flow  of  the  sea.  The  reason  why 
the  pubUc  rights  terminated,  and  the  private  rights  began, 
just  where  the  waters  of  the  river  ceased  to  be  impregnated 
with  salt  and  were  entirely  fresh,  might  be  difficult  to  ex- 
plain, were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  the  admiralty  jurisdiction 
of  the  English  courts  over  such  rivers  was  also  limited  to 
such  tidal  waters ;  and,  as  stated  in  the  portion  of  the  opin- 
ion of  Mr.  Justice  Bbadley  in  Barney  v.  Keohuk  quoted 
above,  "  the  only  waters  recognized  in  England  as  navigable 
were  tide  waters,  .  •  •  although  the  reason  of  the  rule 
would  equally  apply  to  navigable  waters  above  the  flow  of 
the  tide,"  upon  which  commerce  might  be  carried  on.  Long 
prior  to  that  decision,  Chief  Justice  Taney,  in  an  able  opin- 
ion, said :  "  There  is  certainly  nothing  in  the  ebb  and  flow 
of  the  tide  that  makes  the  waters  peculiarly  suitable  for  ad- 
miralty jurisdiction,  nor  anything  in  the  absence  of  a  tide 
that  renders  it  unfit.  If  it  is  a  publio  navigable  water,  on 
Vol.  100—7 


u 


»8  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.         [lOO 

Willow  River  Club  vs.  Wade. 

which  commerce  i3  carried  on  between  different  states  or 
nations,  the  reason  for  the  jurisdiction  is  precisely  the  same; 
and,  if  a  distinction  is  made  on  that  account,  it  is  merely 
arbitrary,  without  any  foundation  in  reason,  and,  indeed, 
would  seem  to  be  inconsistent  with  it.  .  .  •  In  England, 
therefore,  tide  water  and  navigable  water  are  synonymona 
terms,  and  tide  water,  with  a  few  small  and  unimportant 
exceptions,  meant  nothing  more  than  public  rivers  as  con- 
tradistinguished from  private  ones,  and  they  took  the  ebb 
and  flow  of  the  tide  as  the  test  because  it  was  a  convenient 
one  and  more  easily  determined  the  character  of  the  river* 
Hence  the  established  doctrine  in  England  that  the  admiralty 
jurisdiction  is  confined  to  the  ebb  and  flow  of  the  tide;  in 
other  words,  it  is  confined  to  public  navigable  waters.  .  .  . 
In  the  old  thirteen  states  the  far  greater  part  of  the  naviga- 
ble waters  are  tide  waters ;  and  in  the  states  which  were  at 
that  period  in  any  degree  commercial,  and  where  courts  of 
admiralty  were  called  on  to  exercise  their  jurisdiction,  every 
public  river  was  tide  water  to  the  head  of  navigation.  And, 
indeed,  until  the  discovery  of  steamboats,  there  could  be 
nothing  like  foreign  commerce  upon  waters  with  an  ur- 
changing  current  resisting  the  upward  passage.  The  courts 
of  the  United  States,  therefore,  naturally  adopted  the  Eng- 
lish mode  of  defining  a  public  river,  and  consequently  the 
boundary  of  admiralty  jurisdiction.  It  measured  it  by  tide 
water.  .  .  .  The  description  of  a  public  navigable  river 
was  substituted  in  the  place  of  the  thing  intended  to  be  de- 
scribed." The  Genesee  Chief  v.  Fitzhugh^  12  How.  454, 455. 
The  learned  chief  justice  clearly  shows  that  to  adhere  to  the 
letter  of  the  English  definition,  and  ignore  its  spirit,  would 
be  to  exclude  from  admiralty  jurisdiction,  not  only  most  of 
the  great  rivers  of  this  country,  but  also  the  great  lakes, 
which  he  aptly  characterizes  as  "  in  truth  inland  seas." 

The  doctrine  of  that  case,  to  the  effect  that  the  admiralty 
jurisdiction  of  the  federal  courts,  as  granted  by  the  consti- 
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tution,  is  not  limited  to  tide  water,  but  extends  wherever 
vessels  float  and  navigation  successfully  aids  commerce,  has 
since  been  repeatedly  approved  and  afl3b?med.  The  Hvne  v. 
Trenm,  4  Wall.  555 ;  In  re  Owmett,  141  U.  S.  14, 15.  In 
Bofmey  v.  Keohik^  94  U.  8.  338,  Mr.  Justice  Bradley  said 
that  "  the  confusion  of  navigable  with  tide  water  had  the 
influence  for  two  generations  of  excluding  the  admiralty  ju- 
risdiction from  our  great  rivers  and  inland  seas;  and,  under 
the  like  influence,  it  laid  the  foundation  in  many  states  of 
doctrines  with  regard  to  the  ownership  of  the  soil  in  naviga- 
ble waters  above  tide  water  at  variance  with  sound  princi- 
ples of  public  policy."  Such  jurisdiction  is  constantly  being 
exercised  over  the  navigable  rivers  of  the  country,  includ- 
ing those  of  Wisconsin.  And  so  the  supreme  court  of  the 
United  States,  in  an  able  opinion  by  Mr.  Justice  Field,  has 
expressly  held  that  "  the  doctrine  of  the  common  law  as  to 
the  navigability  of  waters  has  no  application  in  this  cotmtry. 
Here  the  ebb  and  flow  of  the  tide  do  not  constitute  the  usual 
test,  as  in  England,  or  any  test  at  all,  of  the  navigability  of 
waters.  The  test  by  which  to  determine  the  navigability 
of  our  rivers  is  found  in  their  navigable  capacity.  Thoso 
rivers  are  public  navigable  rivers  in  law  which  are  naviga- 
ble in  fact.  Kivers  are  navigable  in  fact  when  they  are 
used,  or  are  susceptible  of  being  used,  in  their  ordinary  con- 
dition, as  highways  for  commerce,  over  which  trade  and 
travel  are  or  may  be  conducted  in  the  customary  modes  of 
trade  and  travel  on  water."  The  Dcmid  Ballj  10  Wall.  557. 
That  case  was  expressly  approved  in  a  later  case,  where  it 
was  held  that,  "  if  a  river  is  not  of  itself  a  highway  for  com- 
merce with  other  states  or  foreign  countries,  or  does  not 
form  such  highway  by  its  connection  with  other  waters,  and 
is  only  navigable  between  different  places  within  the  state^ 
then  it  is  not  a  navigable  water  of  the  United  States,  but 
only  a  navigable  water  of  the  state."  The  Montello^  11  Wall. 
411-415;  8.  C.  20  Wall.  430-439.    This  last  case  arose  on 
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the  Fo^  river,  in  this  state,  which  originally  was  not  fitted 
for  useful  commerce,  but  only  navigated  by  Durham  boats; 
and  it  was  held  that  the  navigability  of  a  stream  does  not 
depend  upon  the  mode  by  which  commerce  is  conducted 
upon  it,  nor  upon  the  difficulties  attending  the  navigation, 
but  upon  the  fact  whether  the  stream,  in  its  natural  state,  is 
such  as  to  afford  a  channel  for  useful  commerce.  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Davis,  writing  the  opinion  of  the  court  in  that  case, 
said  that  the  Fox  river  was  one  of  the  highways  referred  to 
in,  and  secured  by,  the  Ordinance  of  1787,  and  which  was 
expressly  confirmed  by  act  of  Congress  of  August  7, 1789 
(1  Stats,  at  Large,  60).  The  provision  of  the  fourth  of  the 
"  articles  of  compact,"  contained  in  that  Ordinance,  and  sec. 
3  of  the  enabling  act  of  Congress  for  the  admission  of  this 
steite  into  the  Union,  is  copied  almost  literally  into  our  state 
constitution,  where  it  is  declared  that  "  the  river  Mississippi 
and  the  navigable  waters  leading  into  the  Mississippi  and 
St.  Lawrence,  and  the  carrying  places  between  the  same, 
shall  be  common  highways  and  forever  free,  as  well  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  state,  as  to  the  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  without  any  tax,  impost  or  duty  therefor."  Const. 
Wis.  art.  IX,  sec.  1.  This  provision  is  certainly  broad  enough 
to  include  all  streams  leading  into  the  two  great  rivers 
therein  mentioned. 

It  is  true  that  Willow  river  was  not  meandered,  and  the 
question  recurs  whether,  from  the  undisputed  evidence,  we 
can  say  that  it  was  a  navigable  stream  within  the  principles 
of  law  mentioned,  and  especially  the  decisions  of  this  court. 
It  has  frequently  been  held  that  the  rivers  of  this  state,  ca- 
pable of  floating  the  products  of  the  country — such  as  logs 
and  rafts  of  lumber — to  mill  or  market,  are  common  public 
highways.  Whialer  v,  WUhmaon^  22  Wis.  672.  That  rule  was 
applied  to  the  Kickapoo  river,  which  was  not  meandered. 
Id.  The  same  rule  was  applied  to  the  Yellow  river,  which 
was  not  meandered.    Sellers  v.  Union  Lurnhermg  Co.  39  Wis. 
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625.  The  same  rule  was  applied  to  Levis  creek,  an  nnmeaii- 
dered  stream.  Olson  v.  Merrill^  42  Wis.  203.  In  that  case 
it  was  held,  in  addition,  that  "  it  is  not  essential  to  the  pub- 
lic easement  that  this  capacity  be  continuous  throughout  the 
year,  but  it  is  sufficient  that  the  stream  have  periods  of  nav- 
igable capacity  ordinarily  recurring  from  year  to  year,  and 
continuing  long  enough  to  make  it  useful  as  a  highway.'*  In 
that  case  authorities  were  cited  to  the  effect  that  persons 
floating  logs  upon  the  stream  might,  when  necessary  for  that 
purpose,  go  upon  the  banks  of  the  stream  without  being 
guilty  of  trespass.  Treat  v.  Zordy  42  Me.  552;  Knox  v. 
ChaloneTy  42  Me.  150;  Veazie  v.  Dwind^  50  Me.  479.  In 
respect  to  that  question.  Chief  Justice  Kyan  said :  "  We  are 
not,  however,  inclined  fully  to  follow  that  class  of  cases. 
•  .  .  We  take  it  that  a  stream  which  is  of  sufficient 
capacity  to  float  logs  is  of  sufficient  capacity  to  float  some 
kind  of  boat  or  skiff,  in  which  the  owner  may  follow  his 
logs.  And  if  there  be  some  places  where,  in  consequence 
of  bars  or  other  obstructions,  neither  logs  nor  boat  will  pass 
without  human  help,  the  boat  may  be  aided  down  the  stream 
as  well  as  the  logs,  so  that  the  logs  may  be  floated  through 
the  stream  without  trespass  on  the  banks.  This  might  prob- 
ably be  inconvenient,  and  even  sometimes  dangerous.  But 
a  stream  is  none  the  less  navigable  because  persons  using  it 
are  induced  by  inconvenience  to  prefer  unlawful  to  lawful 
means  in  aid  of  the  use."  42  Wis.  213.  The  right  to  drive 
logs  or  lumber  down  a  public  navigable  stream  would  seem 
to  include  the  right  to  do  the  things  essential  to  facilitate 
the  drive,  so  long  as  the  drivers  keep  within  the  limits  of  the 
stream.  The  same  rule  as  to  what  constitutes  a  public  nav- 
igable river  has  been  applied  to  the  Little  Wolf  river  and 
the  Little  Suamico  river,  neither  of  which  is  meandered. 
Weatherby  v.  MeUdejohn^  56  Wis.  73 ;  A.  O,  Conn  Co.  v.  Little 
Suamico  L.  M.  Co.  74  Wis.  652.  Upon  the  undisputed  evi- 
dence and  the  adjudications  mentioned,  we  must  hold  that 
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the  Willow  river  is  a  public  navigable  stream,  fitted  for  use- 
ful commerce  and  transportation  of  persons  and  property 
thereon.  Being  such,  it  necessarily  follows,  from  tiie  prin- 
oiples  of  law  stated,  that,  notwithstanding  the  plaintiff  has 
title  to  the  bed  of  the  river,  nevertheless  it  holds  the  same 
in  trust  for  the  use  of  the  public. 

The  question  recurs  whether  the  public  right  of  fishery  is 
included  in,  or  an  incident  of,  such  public  right  of  naviga- 
tion. In  other  words,  Has  the  plaintiff,  as  riparian  owner, 
the  exclusive  right  to  take  fish  from  the  river  ?  The  plaint- 
iff certainly  has  no  property  in  the  particles  of  water  fiow- 
ing  in  the  stream,  any  more  than  it  has  in  the  air  that  floats 
over  its  land.  Its  rights  in  that  respect  are  confined  to  their 
use  and  to  preserving  their  purity  while  passing.  ZoAJoaon 
«?.  Mowry,  52  Wis.  234,  235.  So,  the  fish  in  the  stream  were 
not  the  property  of  the  plaintiff  at  common  law,  any  more 
than  the  birds  that  flew  over  its  land.  State  v.  Roberts,  59 
N.  H.  256 ;  Angell,  Watercourses  (7th  ed.),  §  65a,  and  cases 
there  cited ;  State  v.  Wdch,  66  N.  H.  178.  As  indicated,  the 
public  right  of  fishery  in  tidal  rivers  was  maintained,  at 
common  law,  in  England,  before  the  use  of  steam, —  when 
vessels  could  only  be  carried  up  the  river  by  the  fiow  of  the 
sea,  and  down  the  river  by  the  ebb  of  the  sea, —  and  conse- 
quently when  the  ebb  and  flow  of  the  tide  practically  meas- 
ured the  navigability  of  the  stream.  For  the  same  reason, 
the  public  should  have  the  right  to  fish  in  all  the  public 
navigable  waters  of  the  state,  including  all  public  navigable 
rivers  and  streams  of  the  state.  The  supreme  court  of  the 
United  States,  in  a  recent  case,  partially  adopting  the  lan- 
guage of  the  New  Hampshire  case  cited,  has  declared  that, 
^'  at  common  law,  the  right  of  fishing  in  navigable  waters 
was  common  to  all.  The  taking  and  selling  of  certain  kinds 
of  fish  and  game  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year  tended  to  the 
destruction  of  the  privilege  or  right  by  the  destruction  con- 
sequent upon  the  unrestrained  exercise  of  the  right.    This 
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is  regarded  as  injarioos  to  the  commanity,  and  therefore  it 
is  within  the  authority  of  the  legislature  to  impose  restric- 
tion and  limitation  upon  the  time  and  manner  of  taking  fish 
and  game  considered  valuable  as  articles  of  food  or  mer- 
chandise. For  this  purpose  fish  and  game  laws  are  enacted. 
The  power  to  enact  such  laws  has  long  been  exercised,  and  so 
beneficially  for  the  public  that  it  ought  not  now  to  be  called 
into  question."  Zmoton  v.  Steele^  152  TJ.  S.  138, 139.  In  this 
state  the  legislature  has  expressly  declared  that  ^^  all  fish  in 
the  public  waters  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin  are  hereby  de- 
clared to  be  the  property  of  the  state  and  may  be  taken  for 
the  use  of  the  individual  and  become  his  property  at  any 
time  and  in  any  manner  not  prohibited  by  the  laws  of  this 
state."  Laws  of  1893,  ch.  307,  sec.  20.  Public  navigable 
streams  are  certainly  "  public  waters,"  within  the  meaning 
of  that  act.  Since  the  defendant  kept  within  the  banks  of 
the  river, —  within  the  limits  of  the  public  highway, —  his 
fishing  was  nothing  more  than  the  exercise  of  a  right  com- 
mon to  the  public.  We  must  hold  that  the  Willow  river 
was  a  public  navigable  stream,  and  the  defendant  was  not 
guilty  of  trespass  by  going  upon  it,  as  he  did,  catching  the 
fish  in  question. 

£i/  the  Gov/rt. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
filrmed. 

PiNNEY,  J.,  dissents. 

Marshall,  J.  I  concur  with  the  decision  of  the  court, 
but  regard  the  opinion  of  the  chief  justice  as  being  so  framed 
as  to  lead  to  the  belief  that  the  common  right  of  fishing  in 
navigable  streams  in  this  state  is  a  mere  incident  to  the  right 
of  navigation,  and  that  defendant  is  not  liable  because  he 
was  navigating  the  stream  in  a  boat  at  the  time  of  the  act 
complained  of;  in  short,  that  he  was  where  he  had  a  right 
to  be  in  the  exercise  of  the  right  of  navigation,  and  there- 
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fore  that  he  was  not  a  trespasser  upon  the  plaintiff's  lands. 
In  my  judgment  the  right  of  fishing  in  navigable  waters  is 
common  to  all,  and  exercisable,  so  far  as  it  can  be  done  with- 
out trespass  on  the  banks  thereof,  whether  the  person  exer- 
cising  such  right  be  at  the  time  navigating  the  stream  in  a 
boat  or  otherwise  floating  upon  the  surface  of  the  water,  or 
traveling  upon  the  bed  in  the  shallows,  or  anywhere  in  any 
manner,  between  the  lines  of  ordinary  high-water  mark. 
That  is,  that  the  common-law  doctrine  of  navigable  waters, 
with  all  the  incidents  and  characteristics  of  such  waters,  has 
been  extended  to  include  all  streams  navigable  in  fact, 
through  the  location  of  the  title  to  the  beds  of  such  streams 
in  the  state  originally  for  that  very  purpose,  and  that  though 
such  title,  by  force  of  state  policy,  has  passed  from  it  to 
private  ownership,  such  ownership  is  of  such  a  qualified 
character  as  not  to  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  character 
of  the  streams  as  public  waters ;  not  public  in  the  sense  of 
sach  rivers  as  at  common  law  were  merely  subject  to  the 
right  of  passage,  but  public  by  the  common-law  test  of  navi- 
gability. A  right  of  passage  exists  at  common  law  in  inany 
rivers,  and  they  are  yet,  for  all  other  purposes,  private.  So, 
it  does  not  squarely  meet  the  question  here,  to  say  that  there 
is  a  common  right  of  fishing  because  of  a  common  right  of 
navigation;  for  while  the  former  cannot  exist  without  the 
latter,  the  latter  can  without  the  former.  That  is,  by  the 
rules  of  the  common  law,  one  is  not  necessarily  incident  to 
the  other.  Rivers  navigable  in  fact,  though  not  tidal,  are 
private  except  subject  to  the  right  of  passage.  Said  the 
court  in  Adams  v.  JPease^  2  Conn.  481 :  "  As  far  as  the  tide 
ebbs  and  flows  a  river  is  public,  both  as  to  the  right  of  fish- 
ing and  navigation ;  above  its  tidal  character  it  is  private, 
except  so  far  as  it  is  navigable  in  fact,  and  to  that  extent  it 
is  public  for  that  purpose  only."  Said  Spenoek,  C.  J.,  in 
Jlooker  v.  Cummin^s,  20  Johns.  90:  "The  common  law  con- 
sidered a  stream  where  the  tide  ebbs  and  flows  as  naviga- 
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ble,  and  devoted  to  the  public  for  all  purposes,  as  well  for 
navigation  as  for  fishing;  and  other  streams  as  navigable, 
but  not  so  far  belonging  to  the  public  as  to  divest  the  owi> 
ers  of  the  adjacent  banks  of  the  exclusive  right  of  fishing 
therein." 

So  it  will  be  clearly  seen  that  to  merely  hold  that  the  bed 
of  a  stream  navigable  in  fact  is  subject  to  the  easement  of 
the  public  for  that  purpose,  does  not  sustain  the  common 
right  of  fishing  therein.    Either  a  stream  navigable  in  fact 
is  public  for  all  purposes,  the  same  as  tidal  waters  at  com- 
mon law,  or  the  common  right  of  fishing  therein  does  not 
exist.     Obviously,  if  the  mere  right  of  passage  exists,  it 
would  no  more  follow  that  a  person  can  stop  by  the  way 
and  fish  or  hunt,  than  that  he  can  stop  by  the  road  side  on 
a  public  highway  and  cut  grass  or  wood,  or  do  anything  else 
not  incident  to  the  right  of  traveling  thereon.    That  point 
has  been  many  times  decided,  which  is  sufficiently  shown 
by  cases  cited  in  the  briefs  of  counsel  in  this  case,  notably 
that  of  Sterlmg  v.  Jackson^  69  Mich.  488,  where  the  claim 
was  that  defendant  was  not  liable  as  a  trespasser  while  in  a 
boat  shooting  wild  fowls,  though  the  land  submerged  by  the 
water  on  which  his  boat  rested  belonged  to  the  plaintiff, 
because  it  was  navigable  water.    In  regard  to  such  conten- 
tion the  court  said,  in  substance,  defendant  had  no  right  to 
be  there  except  for  the  purpose  of  navigating  the  water  over 
the  land;  when  he  stopped  for  any  other  purpose,  as  to- 
shoot  ducks,  he  abused  his  privilege  and  became  a  trespasser. 
Several  cases  are  cited  by  the  Michigan  court,  sustaining  the 
position  that  the  mere  fact  that  a  person  is  where  he  has  a 
right  to  be  on  a  navigable  stream,  if  exercising  the  right  of 
navigation,  does  not  protect  him  if  he  does  anything  not  in- 
cident to  that  right. 

The  foregoing  makes  it  quite  clear,  in  my  judgment,  that 
tiie  right  of  public  fishing  cannot  be  sustained  as  a  mere  in- 
cident to  the  right  of  navigation,  and  that  the  opinion  of  the 
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chief  justice  hardly  goes  far  enough  to  bring  out  clearly  the 
true  character  of  navigable  streams  in  this  state  as  public 
waters. 

It  would  be  uninteresting,  after  all  the  chief  justice  has 
said,  to  go  over  at  length  the  history  of  the  common-law  doc- 
trine as  to  public  and  private  streams,  the  location  of  the  title 
to  the  beds  of  such  streams,  the  reason  therefor,  to  what 
extent  such  doctrine  has  been  adopted  in  this  country,  and 
the  peculiar  reasons  for  the  divergence  of  opinions  of,  and 
apparent  conflicts  between,  different  courts,  so  I  shall  content 
myself  with  general  statements  and  few  references  to  au- 
thorities, leading  up  to  the  conclusion  that  all  navigable 
streams  of  this  state  were  designed  originally  to  be  public 
for  aU  purposes,  and  that  their  character  in  that  regard  has 
not  changed,  notwithstanding  the  state  has,  for  some  pur- 
poses, parted  yrith  the  title  which  was  vested  in  it,  in  its 
sovereign  capacity,  in  trust  for  the  preservation  and  protec- 
tion of  public  interests.  If  the  state  had  not  surrendered 
any  of  its  interests  in  such  lands,  but  kept  the  same  till  the 
present  time,  solely  for  the  use  for  which  the  same  came  to 
it  at  its  organization,  the  question  we  now  have  before  us 
would  never  have  arisen.  It  would  then  be  conceded  with- 
out question,  by  all,  that  the  title  to  lands  under  all  naviga- 
ble water  within  the  boundaries  of  the  state  is  in  the  state, 
and  such  waters  public  in  the  same  degree  bs  waters  navi- 
gable at  common  law  by  the  test  of  tidal  character. 

All  the  trouble  and  confusion  regarding  the  public  right 
of  fishing  in  navigable  streams  has  grown  out  of  the  fact 
that  the  title  to  the  beds  of  such  streams  has  been  so  gen- 
erally declared,  without  qualifying  words,  to  be  in  the  ripa- 
rian owner,  that  the  real  origin  thereof,  and  the  real  nature 
of  the  private  ownership,  have  come  to  be  overlooked,  and 
a  mere  qualified  private  title,  consistent  with  the  trustee  ca- 
pacity of  the  state  for  the  public  purposes  of  navigation  and 
fishing,  to  be  looked  upon  as  an  absolute  title  resting  on,  or 
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having  all  the  qualities  of,  an  absolute  grant,  or  at  least  a 
grant  subject  to  the  right  of  passage,  a  title  such  as  the  ripa- 
rian proprietor  possessed  on  a  private  stream  at  common 
law,  and  such  as  is  held  by  riparian  proprietors  on  fresh- 
water streams  in  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  and  most  of 
the  original  thirteen  states  of  the  Union,  where,  as  said  by 
the  chief  justice,  the  common  law,  with  some  exceptions, 
prevails. 

It  is  conceded  that  by  the  English  rule  the  title  of  ripa- 
rian proprietors  on  navigable  streams  extends  only  to  ordi- 
nary high-water  mark ;  that  the  title  below  that  line  is  in 
the  sovereign  in  trust  for  the  benefit  of  the  public ;  that  as 
to  land  bordering  on  other  streams  the  title  extends  to  the 
thread  thereof;  and  that  navigable  streams  are  only  such 
as  are  affected  by  the  tides  without  reference  to  navigabil- 
ity in  fact.  An  examination  of  the  subject  under  discussion 
will  show  that,  whatever  changes  have  taken  place  in  regard 
to  public  waters,  the  principle  has  been  uniformly  main- 
tained that,  where  the  absolute  ownership  of  the  beds  of 
navigable  streams  is  private,  such  streams  are  held  not  to 
be  public  for  any  purpose;  and  so  far  as  streams  which,  by 
the  rules  of  the  common  law,  were  private  are  now  deemed 
to  be  public,  the  title  to  their  beds  is  in  the  state,  or  subject 
to  that  use,  in  harmony  with  the  public  rights,  the  same  as 
at  common  law.  The  fiction  of  navigability  tested  by  the 
tidal  character  of  water  has  been  rejected,  and  the  test  of 
navigability  in  fact  substituted  in  place  of  it,  only  in  har- 
mony with  the  status  of  the  title  to  the  beds  of  the  streams. 
In  most  of  the  original  states  the  grants  to  private  persons 
covered  the  beds  of  fresh-water  streams,  so  the  common-law 
doctrine  almost  necessarily  prevailed  there  from  the  start.  In 
Xew  York,  the  court,  in  Hooker  v,  Cumminga^  20  Johns.  90, 
held  that  the  original  grants  on  fresh- water  streams  conveyed 
to  private  owners  the  lands  between  the  margins,  with  the 
exclusive  right  of  fishing.     That  is  quoted  from  extensively 
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by  appellant,  as  supporting  the  private  character  of  the 
stream  in  question,  overlooking  the  fact  that  it  rests  wholly 
on  the  mistaken  theory  that  the  original  grants  to  private 
persons  conveyed  the  submerged  land,  which  was  overruled 
later,  and  which  is  not  true  as  to  such  lands  in  this  state,  as 
will  be  hereafter  seen.  In  People  ex  rel,  Loomia  v.  Canal 
Apj>ra^er8,  33  N.  T.  461,  the  court  reviewed  all  the  cases  on 
the  subject  previously  decided  in  that  state,  and  reached  the 
conclusion  that  streams  navigable  in  fact  were  navigable  in 
law,  with  all  the  common-law  incidents  thereof,  and  that 
the  private  ownership  of  lands  on  such  streams  stopped  at 
ordinary  high-water  mark.  In  reference  to  Hooker  v,  Oiim- 
raings^  supra,  the  court  said,  in  substance,  that  the  court 
rendering  the  decision  held  that  he  who  owns  the  soil  of  a 
fresh-water  stream  has  prima  fade  the  exclusive  right  of 
fishing,  entirely  ignoring  the  fact  of  navigability  or  non- 
navigability,  and  that,  with  great  respect  for  the  high  source 
from  which  that  decision  emanated,  it  was  not  sustained  by 
principle  or  authority.  The  court  said  further,  in  effect, 
that  the  title  to  the  beds  of  navigable  streams,  using  the 
term  "  navigable "  in  the  sense  of  navigable  in  fact,  was 
originally  vested  in  the  state,  and  that  the  state  had  never 
parted  with  such  ownership,  thus  harmonizing  the  title  with 
the  public  character  of  the  streams  as  at  common  law.  In 
Pennsylvania,  the  same  rule  prevails,  and  upon  the  same 
ground,  namely,  that  the  title  to  the  beds  of  all  the  prin- 
cipal rivers  is  vested  in  the  state  {Ca/rson  v.  Blazer,  2  Bin. 
476 ;  Shrunk  v.  SchuylhiU  Nan).  Go.  14  Serg.  &  E.  71) ;  and 
the  same  is  true  ii>  North  Carolina  {State  v.  Pool,  74  N.  0. 
402);  also  other  states  {Home  v.  Richards,  4  Call,  441; 
Haight  v.  KeoTcuk,  4  Iowa,  199;  Wood  -w.  Fowler,  26  Kan. 
682).  This  court  in  Ne-pe&nanik  Glvh  v.  Wilson,  96  Wis, 
290,  very  recently  held  that  the  right  of  fishing  must  be  in 
harmony  with  the  ownership  of  the  land  under  the  water. 
Without  going  further  into  the  subject  just  discussed,  it 
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must  be  conceded  that  the  absolute  private  ownership  of  the 
bed  of  a  navigable  stream  is  inconsistent  with  its  being  pub- 
lic for  any  purpose;  that  if  such  be  the  nature  of  the  riparian 
proprietor's  title,  or  if  it  be  subject  only  to  the  easement  of 
navigation,  then  the  exclusive  right  of  fishing  goes  with  such 
ownership.  So,  if  the  situation  of  the  title  to  lands  adjacent 
to  navigable  streams  is  stated  with  strict  accuracy  in  Jones 
V.  PeUtJxme^  2  Wis.  308,  to  the  effect  that  it  extends  to  the 
thread  of  the  stream,  subject  to  the  right  of  navigation, 
which  statement  has  often  been  referred  to  and  may  be  said 
to  form  the  foundation  of  the  doctrine  that  the  state  has 
parted  with  the  title  it  formerly  possessed  to  the  beds  of  such 
streams,  then  they  are  private  for  the  purpose  of  fishing.  In 
my  judgment,  the  condition  of  the  title  was  not  there  stated 
with  strict  accuracy.  An  examination  of  the  opinion  shows 
that  the  title,  as  to  whether  absolute  or  qualified,  and  if 
qualified,  to  what  extent,  was  not  before  the  court,  and  the 
fact  herein  shown,  that  the  title  to  the  beds  of  navigable 
streams  in  all  the  Northwestern  Territory  was  reserved  for 
public  purposes,  and,  in  that  portion  within  the  boundaries 
of  this  state,  vested  in  it  at  its  organization  for  such  purposes, 
was  entirely  overlooked.  The  observation  was  made,  as  in 
the  decision  in  Hooker  v.  Owm/mmgs^  20  Johns.  90,  by  apply- 
ing common-law  principles  as  if  the  title  to  the  beds  of 
navigable  streams  were  vested  in  the  private  owners  of  the 
banks  by  purchase  and  grant,  as  in  case  of  fresh-water  streams 
at  common  law. 

From  the  foregoing  it  follows  that  the  real  nature  of  the 
riparian  proprietor's  title  is  the  true  test  of  the  character  of 
a  navigable  stream  as  public  or  private.  If  private  owner- 
ship to  any  extent  exists,  it  did  not  proceed  from  the  United 
States  under  its  patents.  That  has  long  been  firmly  settled. 
In  Barney  v.  Kedknik^  94  U.  8.  324,  the  court  said  that  the 
beds  of  all  streams  navigable  in  fact  vested  in  the  neAV  states 
upon  their  organization,  and  that  if  they  chose  to  surrender 
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to  riparian  proprietors  rights  which  property  belonged  to 
them  in  their  sovereign  capacity,  it  is  not  for  others  to  raise 
objections.  In  RaUroad  Co.  v.  Schurmevr^  7  Wall.  272,  it  is 
said,  in  effect,  that  the  right  of  the  public  in  all  rivers  navi- 
gable in  fact,  and  the  title  to  lands  under  them,  is  the  same 
as  in  respect  to  streams  navigable  by  the  common  law;  that 
the  title  to  lands  bordering  on  such  streams,  derived  from 
the  United  States  under  its  patents,  goes  only  to  the  margin, 
because  the  title  beyond  that  point  was  reserved  to  the  state 
and  vested  in  it  when  admitted  into  the  Union.  Again,  in 
Yates  V.  MU/wauTcee^  10  Wall.  504,  the  court  said,  in  sub- 
stance, that  the  private  ownership  of  lands,  formerly  a  part 
of  the  public  domain,  on  navigable  streams,  stops  at  the 
margin  thereof.  Again,  in  Wright  v.  Day,  33  Wis.  260,  this 
court,  citing  the  federal  case  of  Rail/road  Co.  v.  Schwrmeivj 
supra,  said  that  the  purchaser  from  the  United  States  takes 
title  from  it  to  the  margin  of  the  stream  or  water's  edge, 
and  the  unqualified  title  to  the  land  above  ordinary  high- 
water  mark.  In  Wis.  River  Irrvp.  Co.  v.  Lyons,  30  Wis.  61, 
referring  to  Jones  v.  Pettibone,  2  Wis.  308,  the  court  harmon- 
ized it  with  the  fact  that  the  government  patent  conveys 
only  to  the  margin,  by  saying  that  the  title  beyond  the  mar- 
gin, being  subject  to  the  public  easement  of  navigation,  the 
mere  location  of  it  was  of  very  little  importance,  the  idea 
being  that  the  state,  though  conceding  the  title  to  the  beds 
of  navigable  streams  to  the  riparian  proprietor,  concedes 
only  such  qualified  title  as  does  not  militate  against  the 
character  of  the  stream  as  public.  To  the  same  effect,  and 
more  distinctly,  is  Norcross  v.  Oriffiths,  65  Wis.  599,  where 
Mr.  Justice  Taylor,  speaking  for  the  court  as  to  the  extent 
of  the  original  grantee's  title  to  the  bed  of  a  navigable 
stream  by  reason  of  purchase  of  the  adjacent  lands  from 
the  government,  said  that  it  was  expressly  decided  in  Rail- 
road Co.  V.  Schurmeir,  7  Wall.  272,  that  the  bed  of  a  navi- 
gable stream  is  not  conveyed  by  a  patent  of  the  United  States 
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of  lands  adjoining  it.  Further,  it  is  said  in  the  opinion,  that 
by  force  of  state  policy  the  riparian  owner  is  conclusively 
presumed  to  own  to  the  thread  of  the  stream.  No  qualify- 
ing words  are  used;  nevertheless  the  court  evidently  did  not 
intend  to  say  that  the  title  of  the  riparian  proprietor,  by 
mere  implication  of  law,  is  an  absolute  title,  for  that  would 
be  inconsistent  with  the  right  of  navigation,  and  inconsistent 
with  what  was  said  in  Wis.  River  Imp.  Co.  v.  Lyonsj  supra^ 
to  the  effect  that  the  title  of  the  riparian  proprietor  is  sub- 
ject to  the  public  right  of  navigation,  and  being  so  subject, 
it  is  really  immaterial  whether  the  title  is  in  the  state  or  in 
the  riparian  proprietor. 

So  we  are  safe  in  saying  that  the  title  to  the  beds  of  all 
navigable  streams  of  this  state  passed  to  the  state  from  the 
United  States  with  all  the  incidents  of  public  waters  at  com- 
mon law,  including  the  right  of  fishing  as  well  as  navigation. 
By  what  means  has  that  title  since  changed,  if  at  all,  so  far 
as  the  public  is  concerned  ?  It  will  not  be  claimed  that  the 
state  has  directly  parted,  or  attempted  to  part,  with  its  title, 
even  if  it  could  effectually  do  so.  By  what  right,  then,  does 
the  riparian  proprietor  claim  title  to  the  submerged  lands 
under  navigable  streams,  if  not  based  on  a  direct  grant  from 
the  general  government  or  the  state  ?  The  answer,  and  only 
answer,  is,  by  force  of  state  policy  so  long  declared  by  the 
conrt  and  submitted  to  as  to  become  a  rule  of  property  which 
has  worked  a  conveyance,  so  far  as  it  reaches,  as  effectually 
and  conclusively  as  if  the  title  rested  in  grant.  Such  title 
proceeded  from  the  state,  however,  by  force  of  its  policy,  as 
a  concession  to  the  holder  of  the  patent  title,  and  became 
appurtenant  thereto  upon  such  title  being  conveyed  by  the 
government, —  a  concession  not  resting  for  its  validity  on 
any  direct  act  of  the  state  through  its  legislative  body,  but  on 
mere  state  policy  as  declared  by  the  court  and  acquiescence 
therein  for  so  long  a  time  that  it  cannot  be  changed  without 
working  great  hardship.  Therefore,  it  is  said  that  the  conduct 
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of  the  state  has  created  a  rule  of  property  which  has  all  the 
effect  of  title  by  equitable  estoppel.  This  court,  in  Ohon  v. 
Merrillj  42  Wis.  203,  referring  to  the  observation  of  the  court 
by  Mr.  Justice  Bradley  in  Barney  v.  Keohuh,  94  TJ.  S.  324, 
to  the  effect  that  the  rule  adopted  in  some  states,  of  conced- 
ing to  riparian  proprietors  of  navigable  streams  the  title  to 
the  beds  thereof,  is  at  variance  with  sound  principles  of  pub- 
lic policy,  and  expressing  a  doubt  whether,  as  a  rule  of  prop- 
erty, it  would  be  safe  to  change  the  doctrine  where  long 
established,  but  that  it  was  for  the  states  themselves  to  de- 
cide whether  they  would  surrender  property  rights  belong- 
ing to  them  in  their  sovereign  capacity,  said,  that  left  this 
state  free  to  adhere  to  a  policy  which  had  been  so  long  es- 
tablished that  it  would  be  mischievous  to  disturb  it. 

So  the  state  now  owns  the  beds  of  all  navigable  rivers  be- 
tween the  lines  of  ordinary  high- water  mark  on  either  shore, 
except  in  so  far  as  the  rule  of  property,  established  by  state 
{)olicy,  has  taken  it  away.  If  not  taken  away  at  all,  no 
question  as  to  the  right  of  public  fishing  in  such  rivers  would 
be  raised,  we  may  safely  assume,  as  before  stated.  If  not 
taken  away,  except  subject  to  aU  the  rights  in  common 
characteristic  of  public  waters,  then,  as  said  by  Dixon,  0.  J., 
in  Wis.  livoer  Imp.  Co.  v.  Lyons^  30  Wis.  61,  it  is  quite  im- 
material whether  the  riparian  owner's  title  be  considered  to 
-extend  to  the  center  of  the  stream  or  stop  at  the  margin,  for 
his  situation,  and  that  of  the  public,  in  such  circumstances, 
would  be  the  same  as  in  case  of  the  private  ownership  of 
Lands  in  a  public  highway.  While  it  is  said  that  the  title  to 
such  lands  extends  to  the  center  of  the  highway,  that  does 
not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  public  use  of  the  way,  and 
fio  long  as  such  public  use  is  not  interfered  with,  it  is  really 
immaterial  where  the  legal  title  rests.  It  being  understood 
all  the  time  that  the  legal  title  is  subject  to  the  public  use, 
its  location  with  the  adjacent  owner,  necessarily,  is  unim- 
portant.   So  it  may  be  said  that  the  title  of  a  riparian  pro- 
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prietor,  to  lands  bordering  on  a  navigable  stream,  extends 
to  the  thread  of  the  stream,  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
public  character  of  the  stream  for  navigation  and  fishing,  if 
the  title  to  the  bed  of  the  stream  passed  to  such  proprietor 
subject  to  such  public  use. 

We  have  now  reached  in  this  discussion  the  point  where 
it  is  necessary  to  determine  the  extent  to  which  the  state 
has  surrendered  its  title  to  submerged  lands  originally  vested 
in  it,  and  at  the  threshold  of  that  we  should  inquire  as  to 
the  power  of  the  state  to  surrender  its  trust.  Obviously,  the 
mere  declaration  of  a  fact  by  the  courts,  so  long  adhered  to 
without  challenge  as  to  give  it  eJBfect  as  a  verity  and  a  rule 
of  property,  can  go  no  further  than  the  state  could  go  pur- 
suant to  legislative  authority.  That  much  would  seem  to 
be  self-evident,  and  taking  it  as  a  correct  statement  of  the 
law,  several  decisions  of  this  court  seem  to  have  decisively 
settled  the  question  to  the  effect  that  the  beds  of  navigable 
waters,  which  were  once  vested  in  the  state  as  a  trust  for 
public  purposes,  have  not  been,  and  could  not  be,  parted 
with,  except  subject  to  that  trust.  In  MGLennwn  v.  Prentice^ 
85  Wis.  427,  this  court  said,  on  that  subject,  that  the  right 
which  the  state  holds  in  these  lands  is  in  virtue  of  its  sov- 
ereignty, and  in  trust  for  the  public  purposes  of  navigation 
and  fishing,  and  it  cannot  abrogate  its  trust  in  relation  to 
them.  Again,  in  the  very  recent  case  of  Priewe  v.  Wis. 
State  L.  A  L  Co.  &3  Wis.  534,  the  court  laid  down  the  same 
doctrine,  quoting  with  approval  from  McLenncm  v.  Prenticej 
9upra^  and  said  that  any  attempt  by  the  state  to  convey* 
absolutely  lands  submerged  by  navigable  waters,  so  as  to 
abrogate  its  trusteeship  in  respect  to  the  same,  would  be  void 
on  its  face,  or  subject  to  revocation ;  that  if  such  Avere  not  the 
case  the  state  might  relinquish  to  private  ownership  its  rights 
in  all  the  numerous  navigable  lakes  of  the  state.  True,  in 
both  cases  the  court  was  speaking  of  the  beds  of  lakes,  but  the 

title  of  the  state  to  submerged  lands  under  navigable  waters, 
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whether  of  lakes  or  rivers,  came  to  it  at  the  same  time,  sub- 
ject to  the  same  incidents,  and  for  the  same  purposes,  and 
must  necessarily  be  governed  by  the  same  rules.  It  included 
the  same  ownership  and  dominion  over  all  waters  navigable 
in  fact,  and  the  lands  under  the  same,  which  existed  in  sov- 
ereign power  at  common  law.  That  has  been  so  often  de- 
cided by  the  highest  courts  of  this  country  that  it  is  needless 
to  do  more  than  to  refer  to  it.  If  authority  were  wanting^ 
the  exhaustive  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Field,  in  Ilh  Cent  R. 
Co.  V.  lUi/nois,  146  TJ.  S.  387,  cited  by  this  court  in  both  of 
the  cases  above  referred  to,  and  by  the  chief  justice  here; 
leaves  nothing  further  that  need  be  said  on  the  subject.  It 
shows  clearly  that  all  lands  under  navigable  waters,  which 
were  formerly  within  the  public  domain,  vested  in  the  state 
for  public  purposes,  and  that  the  term  "  navigable  waters  " 
means  waters  navigable  in  fact;  that  to  them,  common-law 
principles  relating  to  tidal  waters,  and  the  title  to  lands 
under  the  same,  apply  to  the  fullest  extent.  Justice  Field 
did  not  announce  any  new  doctrine,  but  only  elaborated  and 
made  plain  a  very  old  one.  In  Barney  v,  Keohtik^  94  XJ.  S. 
324,  the  court  said,  in  eJBfect,  referring  to  several  previous  de- 
cisions on  the  subject,  that  the  Great  Lakes,  and  other  navi- 
gable waters  of  the  country,  above  as  well  as  below  the  flow 
of  the  tide,  are  in  the  strictest  sense  entitled  to  be  denomi- 
nated "  navigable  waters,"  with  aU  the  characteristics  of  tidal 
waters  at  common  law. 

We  might  proceed  at  great  length,  citing  decisions  of 
other  courts  to  show  that  the  trust  capacity  of  the  state  in 
respect  to  the  beds  of  navigable  waters  cannot  be  surren- 
dered, either  directly  or  indirectly,  but  as  we  have  shown 
that  this  court  has  twice  spoken  decisively  on  the  subject, 
we  may  safely  rest  the  matter  there.  The  state  may  part 
with  its  title  so  far  as  the  public  interest  is  not  interfered 
with,  but  no  other  disposition  of  it  is  valid.  See,  further,  the 
following:  3  Kent,  Comm.  427;  Miller  v.  MendenhaU,  4S 
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Minn.  95;  Wilson  v.  Wdchy  12  Oreg.  353;  PoUarcTs  Lessee  v. 
Ragany  3  How.  212 ;  Den  v.  Jersey  Co.  15  How.  426 ;  Weber 
V.  BocMrd  of  Stoite  Ha/rbor  Com/m^rsy  18  "Wall.  57. 

Now  we  have  seen  that  "navigable  waters,"  as  the  term 
is  applied  here,  includes  all  waters  navigable  in  fact ;  that 
the  title  to  all  lands  under  such  waters  was  vested  in  the 
state  at  the  tune  of  its  organization,  in  trust  to  preserve  the 
public  character  of  such  waters,  and  that  such  character  is 
the  same  as  that  of  waters  navigable  at  common  law ;  that 
whatever  of  such  title  the  state  has  parted  with  has  been 
surrendered,  not  by  grant,  but  by  mere  force  of  state  policy 
so  long  adhered  to  as  to  have  the  effect,  as  a  rule  of  prop- 
erty, of  vesting  title  in  the  riparian  proprietor  by  implica- 
tion of  law;  but  that  the  state  never  possessed  power  to 
emancipate  itself,  directly  or  indirectly,  from  its  trusteeship 
in  such  lands,  except  subject  to  the  public  purposes  for 
which  it  was  clothed  with  the  title  thereto.    So,  without 
questioning  the  doctrine  that  the  title  to  lands  adjacent  to 
navigable  streams  extends  to  the  thread  thereof,  obviously, 
it  is  a  qualified  title,  because  the  state  could  not  part  with 
any  other ;  and  there  is  no  sound  reason  to  sustain  the  con- 
tention that  any  further  surrender  has  been  heretofore  de- 
clared or  attempted.    The  very  fact  that  the  judicial  history 
of  the  state  shows  that  the  doctrine  that  the  title  of  a  ripa- 
rian proprietor  on  a  navigable  stream  goes  to  the  center  of 
the  stream  has  been  no  more  rigidly  adhered  to  than  that 
such  title  is  subject  to  the  public  right  of  navigation,  and 
that  there  is  no  declaration  by  this  court,  that  can  be 
pointed  to,  showing  that  the  character  of  such  streams,  for 
any  of  the  purposes  incident  to  public  waters,  has  been 
affected  by  any  abdication  by  the  state  of  its  trusteeship 
for  such  purposes;  and  the  further  fact  that  from  the  ear- 
liest history  of  the  state  down  to  the  present  time  the  pub- 
lic right  of  fishing  in  such  streams  has  been  a  subject  of 
regulation  by  legislative  enactment,  is  proof  conclusive, 
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that  for  all  the  purposes  of  the  trust  for  which  the  lands 
under  navigable  waters  were  vested  in  the  state,  the  title 
thereto  is  still  subject;  and  that  only  for  such  private  pur- 
poses as  do  not  interfere  with  such  public  purposes,  has 
the  title  been  surrendered  to  the  riparian  proprietors.  That 
gives  full  effect  to  the  rule  of  property  by  which  it  is  said 
the  riparian  proprietor  takes  to  the  thread  of  the  stream, 
within  the  legitimate  limits  of  such  rule.  All  the  supposed 
mischiefs  that  might  flow  from  a  change  in  the  rule  are 
thereby  avoided ;  the  rule  is  given  the  full  effect  that  it  can 
legitimately  have,  to  the  full  extent  and  spirit  of  the  mean- 
ing of  the  decisions  of  this  court  upon  which  it  rests;  and 
all  public  rights  are  at  the  same  time  fully  preserved,  not- 
withstanding doubts  have  been  cast  upon  the  subject  from 
the  frequent  unqualified,  unguarded  statements  that  occur  in 
numerous  cases  in  respect  to  the  title  of  lands  adjacent  to 
navigable  waters  extending  to  the  thread  of  the  stream. 

The  foregoing  doctrine,  promulgated  as  the  doctrine  of 
this  court  and  firmly  adhered  to,  will,  without  injury  to  pri- 
vate rights  and  without  overruling  anything  previously  said 
by  the  court,  enunciate  clearly,  and  maintain  consistently, 
the  true  doctrine  that  tl:e  waters  of  the  state  belong  to  the 
state,  not  for  one  public  purpose  only,  but  for  all  pubUo  pur- 
poses originally  designed,  and  which  should  have  been,  and 
should  be,  most  carefully  guarded.  It  is  open  to  serious 
doubt  as  to  whether  the  surrender  to  private  ownership  of 
the  property  of  the  state  in  submerged  lands,  to  any  extent, 
was  not  a  mistake.  Certain  it  is  that  such  title,  in  all  terri- 
tory out  of  which  this  and  other  northwestern  states  were 
carved,  was  vested  in  them  in  trust  for  public  purposes  of  the 
highest  importance,  which  have  grown,  and  are  likely  to 
grow,  as  time  continues.  Probably,  if  such  importance  had 
been  fully  foreseen  at  the  start,  the  state's  interests  would 
have  been  more  rigidly  and  jealously  guarded,  and  private 
ownership  not  been  allowed  to  invade  at  all,  either  the  pub- 
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lie  title  or  the  public  use;  certainly  not,  without  considerar 
tion,  by  mere  operation  of  state  policy  judicially  declared. 
In  Iowa,  Kansas,  California,  and  many  other  of  the  western 
states,  as  we  have  heretofore  seen,  the  public  title  of  the  state 
to  lands  under  navigable  waters  has  been  retained  as  it  came 
to  them,  in  trust,  at  the  time  of  their  organization.  Said 
Bbeweb,  J.,  in  Wood  v.  jFbwler,  26  Kan.  682,  "  The  generally 
accepted  rule  in  this  country  is,  to  apply  the  term  *  navi- 
gable '  to  all  streams  in  fact  navigable,  and  in  such  case  to 
limit  the  title  of  the  riparian  owner  to  the  bank  of  the  stream, 
especially  in  the  states  where  the  lands  have  been  conveyed 
and  patented  under  the  federal  law."  That  is  upon  the 
ground  that  the  general  government  did  not  include  in  the 
public  surveys  the  beds  of  such  streams,  for  the  very  reason 
that  the  title  thereto  was  reserved  to  the  states  for  the  pub- 
lic purposes  of  navigation  and  fishing.  Eut,  as  said  before, 
so  long  as  the  public  character  of  the  water  bf  such  streams 
is  preserved,  with  all  the  incidents  of  the  common  rights  of 
navigation  and  fishing,  it  is  not  very  material  as  to  where 
the  legal  title  to  the  beds  under  them  is  located,  any  more 
than  it  is  as  to  where  the  title  to  land  included  in  a  public 
highway  is  located,  so  long  as  the  public  use  is  not  thereby 
impaired. 

To  recapitulate  in  closing,  the  title  to  the  beds  of  all  navi- 
gable waters  in  this  state  was  in  the  state  originally  in  trust 
for  public  purposes,  the  same  as  the  beds  of  streams  navi- 
gable at  common  law ;  the  state  not  only  never  has,  but  never 
can,  legally  abdicate  that  trust,  or  surrender  such  title,  ex- 
cept subject  to  all  the  public  uses  for  which  it  was  created; 
and  while  it  is  true  that  the  title  to  the  beds  of  such  streams 
is  in  the  adjoining  landowners  by  implication  of  law,  it  is 
just  as  true  that  such  title  is  subject  to  the  public  character 
of  the  waters,  the  same  as  if  no  surrender  of  title  had  ever 
taken  place.  The  public  right  of  navigation,  and  the  public 
right  of  fishing,  both  exist  in  such  streams,  each  independ- 
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ent  of  the  other,  with  the  right  to  maJce  the  usual  use  of  the 
beds  of  such  streams  within  the  margins  thereof,  necessary 
to  the  full  enjoyment  of  such  public  rights. 

Sasbebk,  J.    I  concur  in  the  foregoing  opinion  by  Mr. 
Justice  Marshat.t,, 
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Pattebson  and  others,  Bespondents,  vs.  Thb  Natubal  Fbe- 
KiUH  MxrruAL  Lifb  Inbubanoe  Company  of  Madisok, 
WisooNsiK,  Appellant 

May  S^  June  iS,  I89& 

Life  insuranee:  Construction  of  policy:  Interest  of  benefUnary:  Suicide, 
when  a  defense: "  Violation  of  law: "  False  statements  as  to  health: 
Incontestable  clause. 


L  In  case  of  doubt  or  ambig^ty  the  language  of  an  insuranoe  policy 
should  be  construed  most  strongly  against  the  insurer. 

2l  One  to  whom,  as  beneficiary,  a  policy  of  life  insuranoe  is  payable  or 
has  been  assigned  has,  until  the  insured  makes  a  change  of  benefi- 
ciary, such  a  vested,  subsisting  interest  in  the  policy  as  would  pass 
to  his  personal  representatives  in  case  of  death, 

a  Where  third  persons  are  beneficiaries,  intentional  suicide  of  the  in- 
sured while  sane  does  not  avoid  a  policy  of  life  insurance^  in  the 
absence  of  any  provision  in  the  policy  to  that  effect  [What  would 
be  the  rule  in  an  action  by  personal  representatives  of  the  insured 
for  the  benefit  of  his  estate,  not  determined.] 

4k  Although  suicide  is  technioaUy  a  crime,  it  is  not  within  the  meaning 
of  a  clause  in  an  insurance  policy  x>roviding  that  death  in  conse- 
quence of^  or  in,  violation  of  law  is  not  covered  by  the  policy,  where 
the  usual  suicide  clause  is  omitted  and  the  policy  provides  that  it 
shaU  be  absolutely  incontestable  except  for  nonpayment  of  pre- 
miums or  misstatement  of  aga 

6.  False  statements  or  concealment  of  the  insured  in  respect  to  his 
health  are  covered  by  an  incontestable  clause  in  the  policy. 
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Appbai*  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
county :  E.  G.  Siebeokeb,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  is  an  action  to  recover  upon  an  insurance  policy  issued 
by  the  appellant  July  20, 1895,  upon  the  life  of  Alexander 
W.  Patterson,  and  originally  payable  to  the  administrators, 
executors,  or  assigns  of  the  insured.  On  the  4th  of  October, 
1896,  the  policy  was  assigned,  with  the  consent  of  the  com- 
pany, to  the  plaintiffs,  who  are  the  children  of  the  insured. 

Alexander  W.  Patterson  was  forty-nine  years  of  age  at 
the  time  of  the  issuance  of  the  policy,  and  was  then  married 
to  his  second  wife,  by  whom  he  had  no  children;  the  plaint- 
iflfs  being  his  children  by  a  previous  marriage.  The  first 
year'^s  premium  upon  the  policy  was  paid,  and  the  insured 
died  by  his  own  hand  February  25, 1896.  Proofs  of  the 
death  were  duly  made. 

There  was  a  written  application,  on  which  the  policy  was 
issued,  which  contained  the  following  warranty:  "  I  hereby 
certify  that  I  have  read  all  the  statements  and  answers  in 
this  application,  and  warrant  and  agree  that  no  circumstance 
or  information  has  been  withheld  or  omitted  touching  my 
past  and  present  state  of  health  and  habits  of  life,  and  that 
said  statements  and  answers,  together  with  this  declaration, 
as  well  as  those  made  or  to  be  made  to  the  company's  medi- 
cal examiner,  are  true,  and  shall  be  the  basis  of  the  contract 
applied  for."  The  policy  itself  contained  the  following  pro- 
visions, among  others :  "  This  policy  is  absolutely  incontest- 
able from  the  date  of  its  delivery  and  acceptance,  except  for 
nonpayment  of  premiums  or  misstatement  of  age ;  and  the 
latter  may  be  corrected  or  adjusted  if  the  age  of  entry  was 
within  the  limit  of  ages  insured  by  this  company.  .  .  . 
Engaging  in  military  or  naval  service  in  time  of  war  or  in- 
surrection, without  the  written  permission  of  the  company, 
or  death  in  consequence  of,  or  in,  violation  of  law  by  said 
insured,  are  risks  not  assumed  by  this  company."  There 
was  no  special  provision  as  to  death  by  suicide. 
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The  defense  was  that  Patterson  intentionally  suppressed 
facts,  and  made  deliberate  false  statements  of  other  facts,  as  to 
his  health,  in  the  written  application,  and  also  that  he  fraud- 
ulently procured  the  issuance  of  the  policy,  with  intent  to 
commit  suicide,  as  a  part  of  a  scheme  to  defraud  the  defend- 
ant out  of  the  sum  of  $3,000  for  the  benefit  of  his  children, 
and  that  in  furtherance  of  said  scheme  he  deliberately  shot 
and  killed  his  wife,  and  then  immediately  afterwards  shot  and 
killed  himself,  and  that  his  death  was  in  consequence  of,  or 
in,  violation  of  law. 

The  evidence  showed  that  the  deceased,  in  his  application, 
represented  his  health  as  fair,  but  that  he  had  some  palpita- 
tion of  the  heart,  dyspepsia,  and  malaria,  and  that  he  had 
applied  for  a  pension  on  the  ground  of  indigestion  caused  by 
exposure  in  the  army.  Upon  this  application  the  medical 
examiner  of  the  company  reported  the  health  of  the  insured 
as  fairly  good,  but  that  he  had  dyspepsia  and  was  a  second- 
class  risk.  It  appeared  further  that  in  1890  the  insured  had 
made  application  for  a  pension  on  account  of  disability  re- 
sulting from  rheumatism,  severe  stomach  and  heart  trouble, 
and  throat  trouble,  with  general  debility  and  prostration. 
There  was  also  some  testimony  tending  to  show  that  the  de- 
ceased was  in  better  physical  condition  at  the  time  of  the 
issuance  of  the  policy  than  he  was  when  he  made  application 
for  the  pension.  The  policy  was  actually  written  July  20, 
1895;  but  the  premium  was  not  paid,  nor  the  policy  taken 
from  the  office  by  the  insured,  until  October  1, 1895.  On 
the  4th  of  October,  1895,  he  assigned  the  policy  to  his  chil- 
dren, at  the  company's  office,  and  then  inquired  as  to  his 
wife's  legal  rights  in  his  property  in  case  she  survived  him. 
The  insured  had  no  active  employment,  and  was  in  financial 
difficulties,  and  shortly  prior  to  his  suicide  talked  with  his 
children  considerably  about  his  business  affairs,  but  showed 
no  evidence  of  insanity.  On  the  night  of  February  25, 1896, 
he  deliberately  shot  and  killed  his  wife  at  his  home,  and 
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then  called  his  danghter  to  the  room,  to  see  that  she  was  in 
fact  dead,  after  which  he  shot  and  killed  himself.  The  ex- 
pert evidence  given  on  the  trial  tended  strongly  to  show 
that  the  insured  was  sane  when  he  killed  himself. 

A  verdict  for  the  plaintiffs  was  directed  for  the  face  of 
the  policy,  and  from  judgment  thereon  the  defendant  ap- 
peals. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  A.  R.  BushneH  and 
a.  M.  La  FoUette^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  BushneU. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Jones  <&  Stevens^ 
and  oral  argument  by  Bwrr  W.  Jones  and  jE  B.  Stevens. 

WiNSLow,  J.  There  was  evidence  tending  to  show  that 
the  deceased  was  sane  when  he  shot  himself;  hence,  the  ver- 
dict having  been  directed,  it  must  be  assumed  upon  this  ap- 
peal that  such  was  the  fact.  Starting  from  this  basis,  the 
argument  of  the  defendant  is,  in  substance :  (1)  That  inten- 
tional self-destruction  while  sane  is  not  a  risk  covered  by  a 
policy  of  life  insurance,  even  when  there  is  no  clause  in  the 
policy  specifically  exempting  the  company  from  liability  for 
such  death ;  (2)  the  incontestable  clause  does  not  cover  such 
a  death,  and,  even  if  it  be  held  to  do  so  by  its  terms,  such  a 
stipulation  would  be  void,  as  against  public  policy;  (3)  in- 
tentional self-destruction  while  sane  is  a  crime,  and  hence 
the  stipulation  providing  that  death  in  violation  of  law  is 
not  a  risk  assumed  by  the  company  defeats  a  recovery. 

Upon  the  first  proposition,  reliance  is  placed  upon  the  re- 
cent decision  of  the  supreme  court  of  the  United  States  in 
the  case  of  Bitter  v.  Mut.  Z.  Ins.  Co.  169  U.  S.  139.  In  this 
case  it  was  distinctly  held  that  intentional  self-destruction  by 
the  assured  while  sane  is  not  a  risk  covered  by  a  life  insur- 
ance policy,  even  when  the  policy  contains  no  exception  as 
to  such  a  death ;  and  it  was  further  said  that  such  a  risk 
could  not  be  legally  covered  by  a  policy,  because  it  would 
be  against  public  policy  to  make  such  a  contract.    This  was 
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an  action  by  the  ex^utors  of  the  estate  of  the  assured  upon 
a  policy  payable  directly  to  his  executors,  administrators,  and 
assigns;  and  there  was  much  evidence  tending  to  show  that 
the  assured  deliberately  effected  this,  and  a  large  amount  of 
other  life  insurance,  with  the  intention  of  committing  suicide, 
and  thus  enriching  his  estate  and  paying  his  debts.  Another 
and  perhaps  the  only  other  direct  adjudication  to  the  same 
effect  is  the  decision  in  the  case  of  Siupreme  Com/mcmdery  K. 
O.  a,  V.  Ainsworthy  Yl  Ala.  436.  The  principle  upon  which 
these  decisions  rest  is  thus  well  stated  in  the  last-named  case: 
"  Death,  the  risk  of  life  insurance,  the  event  upon  which  the 
insurance  money  is  payable,  is  certain  of  occurrence.  The 
uncertainty  of  the  time  of  its  occurrence  is  the  material 
element  and  consideration  of  the  contract.  It  cannot  be  in 
the  contemplation  of  the  parties  that  the  assured  by  his  own 
criminal  act  shall  deprive  the  contract  of  its  material  ele- 
ment,—  shall  vary  and  enlarge  the  risk  and  hasten  the  day 
of  payment." 

The  authorities  upon  which  these  decisions  are  principally 
based  consist  of  certain  expressions  of  opinion  contained  in 
Ha/rtmam,  v.  Keystone  Ins.  Co.  21  Pa.  St.  466 ;  Moore  v.  Wool- 
sei/y  4  El.  &  Bl.  243 ;  and  AmiooMe  Soo.  v.  BoUamd^  4  Bligh 
(N.  S.),  194,  in  none  of  which  cases,  however,  was  the  ques- 
tion directly  in  issue.  Support  for  the  proposition  is  also 
drawn  from  the  well-established  principle  of  the  law  of  fire 
insurance,  that,  if  the  insured  intentionally  set  fire  to  the 
property  insured  and  destroy  it,  he  cannot  recover  for  the 
loss.  It  is  certainly  not  to  be  denied  that  the  reasoning  in 
favor  of  the  proposition  is  cogent,  and,  were  the  question  a 
new  one  in  the  law,  the  argument  would  be  well  nigh  irre- 
sistible, especially  where,  as  in  the  Bitter  Gase^  the  poUcy 
runs  in  favor  of  the  estate  of  the  insured,  and  the  proceeds 
will  go  to  the  enrichment  of  such  estate,  instead  of  to  other 
beneficiaries.  But  it  is  by  no  means  a  new  question,  and 
there  are  numerous  authorities  which  directly  hold  that, 
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where  life  insurance  is  eflfeoted  for  the  benefit  of  wife  or 
children,  suicide  while  sane  is  not  a  defense,  in  the  absence 
of  a  condition  or  exception  to  that  eflfect  in  the  policy.    Fitch 
V.  Am.  P.  Z.  Ins.  Co.  59  N.  T.  557 ;  Darfim  v.  Family  F. 
Soc.  116  ^.  T.  537;  Patrick  v.  Eocdaior  L.  Ins.  Co.  67  Barb. 
202;  MiUs  v.  Rebstoch,  29  Minn.  380;  Kerr  v.  Minn.  M.  B. 
Asso.  39  Minn.  174;  N.  W.  B.  &  M.  A.  Asso.  v.  Waamer^  24 
UL  App.  357.  This  principle  was  stated  as  the  law  in  McCoy 
V.  If.  W.  Milt.  R.  Asso.  92  Wis.  577,  although  it  probably 
was  not  directly  involved  in  that  case.    The  American  text- 
books which  treat  of  the  subject  very  generally  state  this  to 
be  the  law.    1  May,  Ins.  §  324;  Niblack,  Ben.  Soc.  &  Ace. 
Ins.  §  156;  3  Joyce,  Ins.  §  2653;  3  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of 
Law  (2d  ed.),  1016.    While  these  text-book  citations  may 
not  be  considered  as  very  convincing,  they  certainly  tend  to 
show  the  general  impression  prevailing  among  the  legal  pro- 
fession upon  the  subject,  and  that  impression  certainly  pre- 
vailed in  the  supreme  court  of  the  United  States  when  the 
case  of  Life  Ins.  Co.  v.  Terry ^  15  Wall.  580,  was  decided;  for 
in  that  case  Mr.  Justice  Hunt  refers  to  the  contrary  dictv/m 
in  Sartmcm  v.  Keystone  Ins.  Co.  21  Pa.  St.  466,  as  confessedly 
nnsov/nd.    The  fact  that  insurance  companies  have  almost 
universally  deemed  it  necessary  to  insert  in  their  policies 
provisions  exempting  them  from  liability  in  case  of  suicide, 
"  sane  or  insane,"  may  perhaps  also  be  considered  as  show- 
ing* the  general  trend  of  opinion  upon  the  subject  in  insur- 
ance circles;  but,  whether  this  deduction  is  to  be  properly 
drawn  or  not,  we  think  it  certain  that  the  fact  that  life  in- 
surance policies  universally  contain  this  provision  is  of  weight 
in  determining  the  construction  now  to  be  placed  upon  a 
policy  which  omits  all  specific  reference  to  suicide,  and  also 
ostentatiously  contains  a  clause  providing  that  it  shall  be 
absolutely  incontestable  for  any  cause  save  for  nonpayment 
of  premiums  or  misstatement  of  age.    What  would  an  appli- 
cant for  insurance  be  entitled  to  think  was  the  meaning  of 
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such  a  policy,  when  presented  to  him,  garnished  with  the 
usual  and  customary  commendations  of  the  average  solicitcMT 
of  insurance  ?  Certainly  he  would  not  think  that  its  legal 
effect  was  the  same  as  that  of  a  policy  containing  the  usual 
provisions  against  suicide,  sane  or  insane. 

The  policy  before  us  was  originally  payable  to  the  admin- 
istrators, executors,  or  assigns  of  Patterson;  but  within  a 
few  days  it  was  assigned,  with  the  consent  of  the  company, 
to  the  plaintiffs,  his  children,  and  so  remained.  After  this 
assignment  it  was  no  longer  a  policy  in  favor  of  Patterson's 
estate,  but  in  favor  of  his  children,  as  beneficiaries,  as  much 
as  though  originally  made  payable  to  them.  Under  the  de- 
cision of  this  court  in  Foster  v,  Gile,  50  Wis.  603,  such  a 
beneficiary  has  an  actual,  subsisting  interest  in  the  policy, 
subject  to  the  right  of  the  insured,  who  has  paid  the  pre- 
miums, to  vest  it  elsewhere ;  but,  until  such  action  by  the 
assured,  the  interest  of  the  beneficiary  is  such  a  vested,  sub- 
sisting interest  as  would  pass  to  the  administrator  of  the 
beneficiary  in  case  of  his  death.  Such  being  the  case,  it 
falls  directly  within  the  principle  of  the  New  York  and 
Minnesota  cases  before  referred  to,  which  hold  that,  as 
against  such  a  beneficiary,  suicide  of  the  insured  while  sane 
is  not  a  defense,  in  the  absence  of  a  provision  in  the  policy. 
Nor  would  the  application  of  that  principle  to  this  case  nec- 
essarily conflict  with  the  Hitter  Gase^  where  the  policy  was 
in  favor  of  the  estate  of  the  insured.  It  may  well  be  in  such 
a  case  that  the  intentional  suicide  of  the  insured  while  sane 
would  prevent  a  recovery  by  his  personal  representatives,  and 
yet  not  prevent  a  recovery  in  case  of  a  policy  in  favor  of 
beneficiaries  who  had  a  subsisting,  vested  interest  in  the 
policy  at  the  time  of  the  suicide,  and  who  could  not,  if  they 
would,  prevent  the  act  of  the  insured. 

In  determining  what  rule  should  be  adopted  by  this  court 
in  the  present  case,  there  are  numerous  considerations  which 
deserve  attention.    It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  sui- 
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€ide  clause  has  become  so  universal  in  policies  that  its  ab- 
sence at  once  attracts  attention.  It  can  hardly  be  otherwise 
than  that  the  a^ent  soliciting  insurance  under  such  a  policy 
as  this  would  at  once  call  attention  to  its  apparent  liberality, 
in  that  there  was  no  suicide  clause,  and,  further,  that  there 
was  in  addition  an  "absolutely  incontestable"  clause;  and 
the  average  layman  (not  to  say  lawyer),  in  looking  it  over, 
would  conclude  that  it  was  in  fact  a  very  favorable  policy 
to  the  insured.  These  provisions  are  all  carefully  framed 
by  the  insurance  company,  and  expressly  framed  to  induce 
people  to  insure;  and  the  principle  is  familiar  and  just  that, 
when  the  policy  is  capable  of  two  meanings,  that  which  is 
most  favorable  to  the  insured  is  always  to  be  adopted.  Utter 
V.  Tramder^  Ins.  Go.  65  Mich.  646.  In  at  least  one  state 
(Missouri)  there  exists  a  statute  which  prohibits  the  defense 
of  suicide,  except  when  it  was  contemplated  at  the  time  of 
effectiQg  the  insurance,  and  makes  void  any  contrary  stipu- 
lation in  the  policy.  K.  S.  of  Mo.  1889,  §  6855.  This  stat- 
ute has  been  enforced  by  the  courts  of  Missouri,  and  by  the 
circuit  court  of  appeals  of  the  United  States,  without  a|)- 
parent  question  as  to  its  validity  on  the  ground  of  public 
policy.  Keller  v.  Travelers^  Ins.  Go,  58  Mo.  App.  657; 
Knights^  Temjpla/r  cfe  Jf.  Z.  L  Co,  v.  Berry ^  4  TJ.  S.  App.  353, 
50  Fed.  Rep.  611.  Bearing  these  things  in  mind,  and  while 
conceding  the  strength  of  the  arguments  upon  public  policy 
on  which  the  Ritter  Gase  is  based,  we  stiU  think,  in  view  of  the 
prior  decisions  above  cited  to  the  contrary  of  the  rule  there 
laid  down,  and  the  general  apparent  acquiescence  in  those 
decisions  by  the  courts  and  by  the  people,  that  we  ought  to 
hold,  in  accordance  with  those  decisions,  that,  in  a  case 
where  third  persons  are  beneficiaries,  intentional  suicide  of 
the  insured  while  sane  does  not  avoid  the  policy,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  any  provision  in  the  policy  to  that  effect.  Whether 
the  rule  would  apply  to  a  case  where  the  personal  repre- 
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Bentatives  of  the  insured  were  bringing  the  action  for  the 
benefit  of  the  estate  of  the  insured  is  not  decided,  because 
that  case  is  not  before  us.  In  so  holding,  it  becomes  unnec- 
essary to  consider  the  effect  of  the  incontestable  clause  upon 
this  branch  of  the  case. 

We  now  come  to  consider  the  effect  of  the  clause  provid- 
ing that  death  "  in  consequence  of,  or  in,  violation  of  law  " 
is  not  a  risk  covered  by  the  policy.  It  is  truly  said  that  in- 
tentional suicide  while  sane  was  a  felony  at  common  law. 
It  was  punished  by  forfeiture  of  goods,  but,  as  we  do  not 
inflict  such  punishments,  it  is  now  little  more  than  the 
shadow  of  a  crime.  Technically,  it  is  still  a  crime  in  this 
state,  because  we  have  retained  the  common  law  so  far  as  it 
is  not  inconsistent  with  our  laws  and  general  situation,  but 
it  is  not  a  crime  within  the  ordinary  meaning  of  the  term, 
or  any  usual  definition,  because  we  have  no  statute  punish- 
ing either  suicide  or  attempted  suicide.  Mn.  Bishop's  defi- 
nition of  a  crime  (1  Bish.  New  Cr.  Law,  §  32)  is  "  any  wrong 
which  the  government  deems  injurious  to  the  public  at  large, 
and  punishes  through  a  judicial  proceeding  in  its  own  name." 
This  was  approved  by  this  court  in  Petition  of  Bergin^  31 
Wis.  383.  Such  is  undoubtedly  the  general  conception  of  a 
criminal  offense,  namely,  a  violation  of  law  for  which  there 
is  a  punishment.  Words  are  to  be  understood  in  their  gen- 
erally understood  and  accepted  meaning.  2^ow,  as  before 
said,  the  insurance  company  have  deliberately  struck  out 
the  usual  suicide  clause  from  their  policy,  and  put  in  an  "  ab- 
solutely incontestable  "  clause.  Is  it  reasonable  to  say  that 
they  have  in  fact  retained  the  suicide  provision,  artfully 
concealed  under  a  form  of  words  which  not  one  person  in  a 
hundred  would  suspect  meant  to  include  it  ?  We  think  not. 
The  rule  that  in  case  of  doubt  or  ambiguity  the  language 
used  (being  the  company's  own  language)  must  be  construed 
most  strongly  against  it  again  applies.    Certainly,  if  this 
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clause  were  held  to  include  suicide,  the  language  of  the  pol- 
icy would  be  grossly  misleading.  Kerr  v.  Minn.  M.  B,  Aaso, 
39  Minn.  1Y4.  The  New  York  courts  have  held  suicide  not 
a  crime,  because  common-law  crimes  have  been  abolished  in 
that  state.    Da/rrow  v.  Family  F.  Soc,  116  K  Y.  537. 

But  it  is  further  claimed  by  the  defendant  that  the  evi- 
dence tended  to  show  a  fraudulent  scheme  on  the  part  of 
Patterson,  when  he  took  out  his  policy,  to  obtain  insurance 
on  his  life  for  the  purpose  of  thereafter  committing  suicide, 
and  defrauding  the  company  for  the  benefit  of  his  children. 
Doubtless,  this  would  be  a  good  defense,  if  shown,  unless  it 
be  cut  oflf  by  the  "  incontestable  clause."    It  would  be  a  de- 
fense not  based  on  the  suicide  alone,  but  on  the  whole  fraud, 
of  which  the  act  of  suicide  was  only  the  ultimate  step.    But 
the  difficulty  is  that  we  have  been  unable  to  find  any  evi- 
dence which  would  justify  the  submission  of  that  question 
to  the  jnry.    It  is  said  that  he  falsely  represented  his  state 
of  health  in  his  application,  and  concealed  some  of  the 
grounds  upon  which  he  had  previously  made  application  for 
a  pension.    There  does  not  seem  to  be  much  merit  in  the 
claim.    He  submitted  himself  for  examination  to  the  com- 
pany's medical  examiner,  who  reported  that  he  had  dyspep- 
sia, and  that  he  was  only  a  second-class  risk.    The  company 
had  full  notice  that  he  was  not  in  first-class  health,  because 
the  insured  himself  stated  in  his  application  that  he  had 
dyspepsia,  and  had  had  malaria,  and  had  applied  for  a  pen- 
sion, on  the  ground  of  indigestion  brought  on  by  exposure 
in  the  army.    Besides,  the  incontestable  clause  would  seom 
to  effectually  bar  this  defense.    If  this  clause  be  not  alto- 
gether a  glittering  generality,  put  in  for  no  purpose  except 
to  induce  men  to  insure,  it  would  seem  that  it  must  cover 
such  misstatements  or  omissions  as  are  here  alleged.     Such 
clauses  have  been  upheld  by  various  courts.     Wright  v,  Mut. 
B.  Z-  Asso.  118  N.  Y.  237;  Simpson  v.  Life  Ins,  Co,  115 
N.  C  393 ;  Oood/wim,  v.  Provident  S,  Z.  Ass.  Asso,  97  Iowa, 
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226;  £lme  v.  Nat  B.  Abbo.  Ill  Ind.  462.    We  see  no  rea- 
son why  an  insurance  company  may  not  take  the  risk  of 
ascertaining  for  itself  the  condition  of  health  of  the  insored. 
By  tike  Cov/rt. — Judgment  afllrmed. 


104  4So|        Wblty,  Respondent,  vs.  The  Lake  Superior  TBRBiiNAi,  & 


PSu^  7S  T^™  Railwat  Coxpai^,  AppeUant 

May  6 — June  ^S,  1898. 

(1-8)  Master  and  servant:  Personal  injuries:  Defective  appliances;  Cred- 
ibility of  witnesses:  Court  and  jury:  Suppression  of  evidence:  Pre- 
sumption of  negligence:  Instructions  to  jury:  FelUnv-servants. 
(9)  Jurors:  Amendment  of  statutes, 

t  The  credibility  of  the  plaintiff  as  a  witness  in  his  own  behalf  in  an 
action  for  personal  injuries  is  peculiarly  a  question  for  the  jury. 

^  In  an  action  for  injuries  to  an  employee  operating  a  semaphore^  al- 
leged to  have  been  caused  by  a  rung  coming  out  of  the  pole,  which 
he  had  climbed  to  relight  a  lantern,  he  testified,  among  other  things, 
that  he  was  standing  on  one  of  the  rungs  with  his  right  foot,  with 
his  left  leg  and  left  arm  around  the  pole  and  the  lantern  in  his  left 
hand,  and  was  scratching  a  match  with  his  right  hand,  two  fingers 
of  which  were  grasping  the  rung  in  question,  when  the  rung  came 
out  and  he  was  precipitated  backward;  that  his  overcoat  was 
caught  by  one  of  the  rungs  and  he  was  turned  over,  but  caught  a 
lower  rung  and  regained  a  footing  on  the  pole  before  reaching  the 
ground;  that  this  occurred  about  11:80  P.  M.  on  a  dark  night;  that, 
though  hurt,  he  went  to  the  depot  eighty  rods  distant  and  took 
care  of  two  passenger  trains,  and  then  returned  and  drove  the  rung 
into  the  pole.  The  testimony  was  conflicting  as  to  whether  the 
rungs  had  originally  been  driven  into  the  pole  in  defendant's  shop 
or  after  the  pole  was  raised.  Plaintiff  claimed  that  his  faU  had 
caused  a  rupture.  Held,  on  the  evidence,  that  the  questions  of 
fact  as  to  the  receipt  of  the  injury,  its  proximate  cause,  and  the 
negligence  of  the  parties  were  properly  left  to  the  jury.  Bardeen 
and  Marshall^  JJ.,  dissent^  on  the  groimd  that  plaintiff's  own  tes- 
timony demonstrated  the  impossibility  of  his  being  injured  in  the 
manner  claimed. 
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&  The  fact,  testified  to  by  plaintiff,  that  about  three  quarters  of  an 
hour  after  the  injury  he  drove  the  rung  securely  into  the  post 
again  does  not  of  itself  warrant  the  conclusion  that  he  purposely 
attempted  to  suppress  or  destroy  the  evidence  to  show  how  his  in- 
jury occurred. 

4  It  was  not  an  error  prejudicial  to  defendant  to  instruct  the  jury,  in 
effect,  that  the  fact,  if  it  was  a  fact,  that  the  rung  came  out  in  the 
manner  testified  to  was  presumptive  of  the  want  of  ordinary  care 
on  the  part  of  defendant,  that  is  to  say,  if  there  were  no  other 
evidence  as  to  how  the  semaphore  was  constructed  and  the  degree 
of  care  exercised  in  putting  in  the  rung,  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
imperfectly  constructed  would  follow  from  the  fact  of  the  rung 
being  loose  when  plaintiff  tooJL  hold  of  it,  if  in  fact  it  was  loose,  as 
he  testifies. 

6L  K9r  was  it  error  prejudicial  to  defendant  to  charge,  in  effect,  thaty 
though  the  testimony  of  a  witness  was  uncontradicted,  if  the 
things  testified  to  were  so  unnatural  or  unreasonable  that  the  good 
sense  of  the  jury  revolted  against  them  they  might  reject  such 
testimony  as  untrue,  where  the  court  afterwards  instructed  the  jury, 
at  defendant's  request,  that  if  they  found  from  the  evidence  that 
plaintiff's  testimony  as  to  the  manner  of  his  falling  was  against 
all  reasonable  probabilities  they  vxndd  not  he  toarranted  in  finding 
that  he  fell  from  the  pole  and  received  the  injuries  complained  of. 

6.  It  was  not  error  to  refuse  to  instruct  the  jury,  at  defendant's  re- 

quest, that  if  the  plaintiff  had  equal  means  and  opportunity  with 
the  defendant  for  ascertaining  the  defect  in  the  semaphore  then 
he  could  not  recover. 

7.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  defendant  to  construct  the  semaphores  so 

that  they  would  be  reasonably  safe  for  the  plaintiff's  use. 

&  A  foreman  and  his  assistants  imder  and  by  whom  the  semaphores 
^vere  constructed  and  erected  were  not  fellow-servants  of  one  en- 
gaged in  ox)erating  the  semaphores. 

SL  Jurors  drawn  and  designated  according  to  law  to  serve  at  a  term  of 
court  will  continue  legal  jurors  for  the  term  unless  excused  or  dis- 
charged by  the  court,  notwithstanding  a  change  in  the  method  of 
.  drawing  jurors  by  a  statute  taking  effect  after  said  jurors  were 
drawn  and  before  the  commencement  of  the  term. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Douglas 
county :  Chakles  SMnn,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  to  recover  damages  sustained  by  the  plaintiff  in 
consequence  of  personal  injuries  received  by  him  while  en- 
voi. 100—9 
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gaged  in  the  employ  of  the  defendant  as  a  semaphorist  on 
its  line  of  road  at  Superior,  Wisconsin,  and  caused,  as  it  is 
alleged,  by  the  negligence  of  defendant. 

The  complaint  alleges  that,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  nec- 
essary signals  by  day  and  by  night  to  govern  and  regulate 
the  movement  and  direction  of  certain  trains  running  in  said 
city,  the  defendant  had,  at  the  time  of  the  plaintiflf's  injury^ 
and  for  a  long  time  prior  thereto  had  had,  in  use,  and  main- 
tained, signal  appliances  called  "  semaphores,"  in  said  city, 
one  of  which  was  at  the  crossing  of  its  railroad  and  the  rail- 
way of  the  Eastern  Railway  Company  of  Minnesota,  at  the 
north  side  of  its  yard ;  that  said  semaphores  consisted  of  tele- 
graph poles  about  thirty  feet  long,  set  in  the  ground  and 
standing  upright,  with  a  cross-arm  or  blade  at  or  near  the  top 
of  said  pole,  fastened  near  or  at  the  center  of  said  blade  or  cross- 
arm  to  said  pole,  so  that  said  cross-arm  would  swing  in  cer- 
tain positions;  that  from  each  end  of  said  cross-arm  or  blade 
was  suspended  a  red  light,  and  these  appliances  or  sema- 
phores, by  the  different  position  of  the  cross-arms  or  blades, 
signal  to  and  govern  the  movement  of  trains  by  the  position 
of  the  blades  by  day  and  of  the  lights  by  night;  that  at  the 
crossing  of  the  Lake  Superior  Termhial  <&  Trcmsfer  Railway 
Company  and  the  Eastern  Railway  of  Minnesota,  at  the  north 
side  of  defendant's  yar:is,  one  of  said  semaphores  had  been 
erected,  and  was  in  use  by  the  defendant,  and  up  the  sides 
of  said  pole,  for  the  use  of  the  person  lighting  said  semaphore 
lights  at  night,  a  distance  apart  of  about  four  feet  on  each 
side,  there  were  iron  rungs  aboat  a  foot  in  length,  with  the 
ends  of  said  rungs  turned  up  about  an  inch,  which  were 
driven  into  the  poles ;  that  on  or  about  the  16th  of  June, 
1894,  the  plaintiff  was  employed  by  the  defendant  to  work 
for  it  as  a  switch  tender,  and  he  continued  in  such  employ- 
ment until  November  27,  1895,  when  he  was  set  by  the  de- 
fendant at  additional  work  at  the  said  semaphores,  without 
any  previous  knowledge  or  experience  therein,  as  the  defend- 
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ant  well  knew,  and  was  ordered  to  perform  the  additional 
duties  of  a  semaphorist  without  any  instructions  as  to  the 
mode  of  performing  such  duties,  and  without  any  warning 
as  to  the  dangers  incident  thereto;  that  in  said  employment 
it  was  and  became  the  duty  of  the  plaintiff  to  clean  the  lan- 
terns or  lights,  and  keep  the  same  filled  with  oil,  and  to 
place  them  in  position  at  the  end  of  the  blades  at  the  top  of 
said  poles,  and  to  see  that  they  were  kept  burning,  and  that 
proper  signals  were  given  by  them  to  incoming  and  outgoing 
trains;  that  it  frequently  occurred,  when  the  night  switch- 
men of  the  diflferent  roads  used  the  lever  to  place  the  sema- 
phore in  position,  that  they  handled  them  so  roughly  that 
the  lights  were  extinguished,  and  that  it  was  then  the  duty 
of  the  plaintiflf  to  relight  them. 

The  complaint  then  alleges  that  on  or  about  December 
28,  1895,  at  Superior  aforesaid,  and  while  the  plaintiff  was 
engaged  in  his  said  duties,  one  of  the  lights  upon  the  sema- 
phore at  the  north  side  of  defendant's  yard  at  said  crossing 
became  extinguished,  and  while  the  plaintiff  was  climbing 
the  pole  to  relight  the  light,  and  while  in  the  exercise  of  or- 
dinary care,  caution,  and  prudence  on  his  part,  one  of  the 
rungs  bn  said  semaphore,  and  near  the  top  thereof,  to  which 
the  plaintiff  was  required  to  cling,  and  at  the  time  was  cling- 
ing, came  out,  and  by  reason  thereof  the  plaintiff  was  thrown 
and  fell  from  his  place,  causing  the  injuries  of  which  he  com- 
plains. It  was  charged  that  the  defendant  was  careless  and 
negligent,  in  that  the  rung  in  the  pole  to  which  plaintiff  was 
required  to  cling  when  lighting  said  lamp  was  insecurely 
fastened  and  loosely  placed  in  said  pole,  so  that  when  the 
plaintiff  caught  hold  of  it  it  loosened,  turned  around,  and 
came  out;  that  the  defendant  entirely  failed  to  furnish 
plaintiff  with  a  reasonably  safe  place  in  which  to  work,  and 
with  reasonably  safe  appliances  with  and  about  which  to 
work,  and  sent  him  into  such  dangerous  and  unsafe  place 
without  informing  him  of  the  risks  and  dangers  connected 
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therewith ;  that  plaintiflf  was  ignorant  of  the  dangers  attend- 
ant upon  said  work,  and  with  the  manner  in  which  said 
rung  was  fastened,  and  believed  the  same  was  free  from 
dangers  and  defects ;  that  the  defendant  at  the  time  of  said 
accident  knew,  and  by  the  exercise  of  reasonable  and  proper 
care,  tests,  and  inspection  could  have  known,  the  aforesaid 
dangers  and  defects,  and  could  have  remedied  the  same  be- 
fore the  accident,  but  carelessly  and  negligently  omitted  to 
do  so.  It  is  then  alleged  that  by  reason  of  the  premises,  the 
negligent  and  careless  and  defective. construction  of  said 
semaphore,  and  negligence  in  failing  to  warn  plaintiflf  of 
such  defective  construction,  the  defendant  failed  and  omit- 
ted to  furnish  plaintiff  with  a  reasonably  safe  place  in  which 
to  work,  and  with  reasonably  safe  appliances  with  and  about 
which  to  work,  in  consequence  of  which  the  plaintiflf  fell 
from  said  semaphore,  and  became  ruptured  in  the  left  groin, 
,  and  received  a  severe  wrench  of  the  spine,  causing  severe 
injuries,  and  he  received  a  shock  to  his  whole  system,  so 
that  he  has  been  rendered  utterly  incapable  of  performing 
his  accustomed  duties,  and  had  suffered,  and  still  continued 
to  suflfer,  severe  pain  and  anguish,  and  would  so  suifer  as 
long  as  he  lived;  that  at  the  time  he  was  earning  and  capa- 
ble of  earning  a  salary  of  $780  a  year,  and  that  he  had  paid 
out  large  sums  of  money  for  medical  care  and  treatment, 
and  that  he  was  now,  in  consequence  of  said  injury,  totally 
incapacitated  to  work  or  to  earn  money  as  he  was  prior  to 
said  accident,  and  as  he  would  be  but  for  such  injuries;  and 
he  claimed  damages  in  the  sum  of  $20,000. 

The  answer  of  the  defendant  was  a  general  denial,  admit- 
ting that  plaintiflf  was  in  its  employ,  but  alleging  that,  if  in- 
jured at  aU,  it  was  by  reason  of  his  own  carelessness  and 
negligence  and  the  carelessness  and  negligence  of  his  fellow- 
servants  and  co-employees. 

At  the  trial,  before  the  court  and  jury,  evidence  was  given 
tending  to  show  that  the  plaintiflf  had  been  examined  by  a 
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physician  and  surgeon  as  to  whether  he  had  a  rupture  or 
hernia  or  not;  that  on  a  subsequent  examination,  about  three 
months  afterwards,  he  was  found  to  be  suffering  from  hernia 
of  the  left  groin  of  about  the  size  of  a  pear.  It  was  not  pro- 
truding out.  Plaintiff's  counsel  asked  the  witness  to  state 
what  were  the  dangers  reasonably  resulting  from  hernia  such 
as  the  plaintiff  had.  The  defendant  objected,  but  the  objec- 
tion was  overruled.  The  witness  answered  that  the  danger 
was  of  its  becoming  larger  by  any  sudden  force  being  used 
on  the  abdomen,  and  thus  causing  strangulation,  and,  if  not 
relieved,  strangulation  would  cause  death  in  time;  that 
strangulated  hernia  is  not  a  very  common  occurrence,  and 
was  comparatively  easily  relieved  when  attended  to  in 
time, — when  the  patient  is  seen  in  time, —  but  it  may  pro- 
duce death  if  not  taken  in  time;  the  patient  should  be  seen 
in  from  twenty-four  to  twenty-eight^  hours. 

The  plaintiff  testified  that  he  commenced  work  as  a  se- 
maphorist  November  25, 1895 ;  that  he  received  a  book  of 
instructions  stating  the  position  to  set  the  semaphore  for  the 
different  trains;  that  this  was  all  the  instruction  he  had; 
that  it  was  his  duty  to  set  the  semaphore  at  the  yardmaster's 
office  for  all  passing  trains,  also  to  set  it  for  passenger  trains ; 
if  a  light  went  out,  he  was  to  light  it;  that  he  was  injured 
on  the  night  of  December  28, 1895,  about  half  past  11  o'clock ; 
there  were  two  passenger  trains  due  at  11:38, —  the  Great 
Northern  and  St.  Paul  &  Duluth, —  and  he  had  to  set  the 
semaphore  for  each  of  those  passing  trains;  a  freight  train 
from  the  Great  Northern  elevator  went  by  the  semaphore 
he  had  to  set  for  the  passenger  train,  and  when  a  switchman 
threw  the  light  he  extinguished  one  of  them,  so  that  he  had 
to  go  there,  a  distance  of  eighty  or  one  hundred  rods  from 
where  he  then  was,  and  light  that  light  again  before  the 
passenger  trains  came  in;  and  he  went  accordingly.  This 
was*  about  half  past  11  o'clock.  "  I  went  over  and  climbed 
up  the  pole.     It  was  a  wet  night, —  kind  of  sleety  like. 
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Reached  out,  and  got  the  lantern;  took  the  bottom  of  the 
lantern  out,  and  stood  on  one  of  those  rungs  with  my  right 
foot,  and  put  the  left  leg  around  the  pole,  and  put  my  arm 
around  and  took  the  bottom  of  the  lantern  in  the  left  hand, 
my  left  arm  around  the  pole.  I  reached  out  and  got  the 
bottom  of  the  lantern  with  my  right  hand,  and  brought  it 
in,  and  held  it  with  my  left  hand ;  took  a  match  out  of  my 
coat  pocket,  and  lit  it  on  the  rung.  I  had  hold  of  the  part 
of  the  rung  that  turned  up  with  my  little  finger  and  the  one 
next  to  it.  I  was  around  the  pole,  and  was  in  a  hurry.  I 
suppose  I  was  a  little  nervous,  and  lit  a  couple  of  matches, 
and  this  pin  turned  down  and  came  out  very  nearly;  seem- 
ingly pretty  near  so  easy  that  I  started  to  fall  back,  and  I 
hung  on  with  my  left  leg  as  long  as  I  could,  and  I  was  going 
backwards.  I  had  on  a  heavy  coat  with  a  band  around  the 
wrist;  the  second  pin  below  my  coat  caught  in  this  band. 
I  was  going  down  head  foremost.  That  turned  my  feet  over 
and  I  started  down  feet  first.  I  reached  with  ray  left  hand, 
and  grabbed  the  pin  on  the  side  of  the  pole,  and  came  down 
with  a  jerk,  and  hurt  my  back,  and  I  was  terribly  shaken  up; 
but  I  went  over  and  took  care  of  the  passenger  trains;  then 
went  back  there,  and  went  up  the  pole,  took  the  lantern 
with  me,  and  took  the  pin,  and  drove  it  in  with  a  big  monkey 
wrench  I  had  in  the  shanty.  I  stood  next  to  the  top  rung 
on  the  east  side  of  the  pole  when  I  fell;  there  was  a  rung 
higher  up  on  the  other  side.  I  drove  the  rung  in  because  I 
had  to  use  the  same,  and  I  had  instructions  from  the  master 
mechanic  that  when  anything  went  wrong  to  fix  it.  There 
was  one  of  those  cables  broke." 

He  testified  that  the  semaphore  was  a  straight  pole,  about 
six  and  one  half  or  seven  inches  in  diameter,  and  set  into 
the  ground.  "  There  were  pins  on  each  side,  four  feet  apart, 
so  arranged  that  from  a  pin  on  one  side  to  the  next  pin  on 
the  other  side  the  space  would  be  two  feet.  Then  on  the 
top  there  was  a  blade  that  swung  on  a  pivot.    At  that  time 
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there  was  a  cable  wire  that  came  from  one  end  of  the  blade 
to  the  bottom,  where  there  was  a  lever  fixed,  by  raising  and 
lowering  which  it  throws  that  semaphore  in  different  posi- 
tions. The  rang  I  now  have  I  took  out  of  that  semaphore 
pole.  Don't  know  whether  I  had  been  up  that  distance  be- 
fore on  that  pole  or  not.  Had  been  up  other  poles  three  or 
four  times  a  night.  The  night  I  fell  from  the  pole  the 
weather  was  sleety,  rainy-like,  dark,  and  cloudy.  After  I 
fell  from  the  pole  I  went  over  to  the  Union  Depot  and  took 
care  of  the  passenger  trains.  Then  I  went  back  and  fixed 
the  pole.  After  I  fixed  the  pole  I  went  back  to  the  Union 
Depot ;  told  the  night  watchman  I  didn't  see  what  was  the 
matter  with  me;  I  had  such  a  funny  griping  in  there,  and 
put  my  hand  here  on  the  left  groin  to  show  him  where,  and 
I  got  instant  relief.  I  went  to  the  office,  and  took  my 
clothes  down,  and  saw  there  was  a  bunch  there,  and  at  7 
o'clock  in  the  morning  I  went  home,  and  put  some  liniment 
on  my  back,  and  went  to  bed.  On  the  morning  of  January 
28th  I  called  Dr.  David.  I  tried  to  get  a  lay-off  several 
times,  but  the  yardmaster  told  me  a  lay-off  was  equivalent 
to  a  discharge,  and  so  I  worked  until  the  morning  of  the 
28th.  Since  the  accident,  have  had  pains  across  the  small 
of  my  back.  They  keep  me  nervous  all  the  time,  and  Avhen 
the  truss  works  down  there  seems  to  be  a  joint  there  that 
seems  tender.  It  all  unnerves  me.  I  cannot  do  anything 
until  I  remove  it.  In  bright  clear  Aveather  it  is  not  so  bad, 
but  very  severe  in  cloudy  weather.  I  am  a  carpenter  by 
trade.  Cannot  do  any  heavy  work  now,  for  when  I  try  to 
do  it  this  rupture  is  coming  out  all  the  while  between  the 
truss  and  that  large  bone,  and  affects  my  back." 

On  cross-examination  he  testified  that  he  weighed  145 
pounds.  Could  not  see  well.  That  his  sight  was  perfect  in 
December,  1895.  In  December,  1895,  weighed  160  pounds. 
Never  had  any  difficulty  except  this  night.  "  Sometimes,  on 
the  other  poles,  when  the  light  was  extinguished,  I  would  take 
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the  lights  up  and  light  them  up  there,  but  if  it  was  windy  I 
would  come  down,  and  get  down  behind  a  shanty  or  box 
car.  When  I  went  to  light  the  lamp,  I  reached  out  for  it, 
and  had  taken  it  out  with  the  right  hand,  and  transferred  it 
to  the  left  hand,  for  the  purpose  of  striking  a  match  to  light 
the  lamp.  I  was  standing  at  that  time  with  my  right  foot 
on  the  rung  below  the  top  rung,  my  left  leg  swung  right 
around  the  pole, — ^my  heel,  of  course,  couldn't  catch  very 
much, —  and  my  left  arm  around  the  pole.  This  would 
bring  the  top  rung  about  opposite  my  breast.  I  then  took 
a  match  out  of  my  pocket  with  my  right  hand,  and  took 
hold  of  the  part  of  the  rung  that  turned  up  with  the  little 
finger  and  the  next  one,  to  light  it,  and  was  scratching  the 
match  held  between  the  index  finger  and  thumb,  up  the 
main  bar  of  the  rung,  and  merely  scratching  tl^e  match,  it 
turned  around  and  came  out.  I  suppose  I  must  have  put 
some  weight  upon  it.  I  was  in  a  hurry.  The  rung  came 
out  and  I  was  precipitated  backwards.  It  isn't  a  fact  that  I 
didn't  rest  any  weight  on  the  right  hand, — merely  took  the 
match  out  and  scratched  it  without  any  heft  being  there,  or 
anything  to  interfere  with  my  standing  there.  The  rung 
didn't  seem  loose ;  didn't  seem  to  wiggle  in  the  hole  when  I 
first  took  hold  of  it.  Could  not  say  whether  it  was  loose  or 
not.  I  know  it  turned  down.  I  put  weight  upon  it,  but 
don't  know  how  much.  Can't  tell  whether  it  was  consider- 
able weight  or  whether  it  would  be  bearing  down  directly 
or  sideways.  Put  my  right  hand  on  rung  to  help  hold  my- 
self. Had  hold  of  the  rung  before  and  while  I  lit  the  match. 
After  I  struck  the  match,  I  had  to  reach  around  with  my 
right  arm,  and  virtually  let  go  with  my  left  arm.  Can't 
tell  exactly  how  long  the  match  was  on  the  rung  before  it 
turned.  It  was  done  so  quick  I  couldn't  tell.  I  think  the 
match  was  lit  when  the  rxmg  turned.  I  was  trying  to  light 
the  lamp  when  the  wind  was  blowing.  I  had  to  light  that 
light  quick." 
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On  redirect  examination  he  testified  that  he  was  never  up 
to  this  rung  in  the  daytime,  and  when  he  was  up  in  the 
night  could  not  see  whether  it  was  securely  fastened  or  not; 
that  he  returned,  and  took  the  rung  to  the  top  of  the  pole, 
and  drove  it  in  with  a  monkey  wrench ;  that  it  went  in 
easy ;  that  he  took  the  pin,  and  stuck  it  in  the  hole  as  far 
as  it  would  go,  and  then  took  a  monkey  wrench,  and  hit  it 
five  or  six  times  with  the  wrench;  that  when  the  rung 
turned  he  tried  to  catch  himself,  and  to  hold  his  balance, 
but  fell  backwards ;  that  it  turned  before  he  started  to  fall, 
and  just  as  soon  as  it  turned  around  and  came  out  he  fell 
over  backward. 

# 

There  was  medical  testimony  produced  showing  the  nat- 
ure and  character  of  the  injury  the  plaintiff  sustained.  Dr. 
David  testified  that  hernia  is  always  very  troublesome,  and 
may  induce  pain  from  the  pressure  of  the  truss,  even  though 
the  truss  holds  it  up,  causing  radiating  pains  and  varicocele. 
It  is  apt  to  become  larger  and  more  troublesome,  and  might 
be  irreducible.  It  might  come  down,  and  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  put  it  back,  and  then  he  would  have  to  have  an 
operation,  and  cut  it  open  in  order  to  reduce  it. 

After  the  plaintiff  had  rested,  the  defendant  moved  for  a 
nonsuit  on  the  ground  that  the  testimony  failed  to  show 
that  the  defendant  was  guilty  of  negligence,  which  motion 
was  denied. 

One  Gallagher,  the  foreman  under  whose  supervision  the 
semaphore  in  question  was  put  up,  testified  that  he  and  Mr. 
Hanson  and  Dobson  did  the  work.  Hanson  did  the  iron- 
work, and  drove  the  pins  in.  There  were  six  holes  bored 
on  one  side  and  seven  on  the  other  side.  The  holes  were 
half  an  inch  in  diameter,  about  two  inches  deep,  and  four 
feet  apart.  The  rungs  were  drawn  out  flat  at  the  end  driven 
in,  so  that  when  they  drove  them  in  they  would  not  turn. 
They  bored  the  holes  half  an  inch  with  a  half -inch  bit,  so  as 
not  to  split  the  pole.    Dobson  bored  most  of  the  holes,  he 
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thought.  The  yardmaster  testified  that  he  never  knew  of 
a  man  going  up  there  and  getting  a  lamp  and  trying  to 
light  it  up  there.  After  the  accident  they  brought  them 
down.  That  he  always  supposed  they  brought  them  down 
before.  Never  gave  them  any  instructions  in  regard  to  it. 
Either  the  blacksmith,  Dobson,  or  one  of  the  three,  drove 
the  rungs  into  the  poles  at  the  Eastern  Minnesota  crossing 
while  the  poles  were  on  the  ground.  There  was  other  tes- 
timony to  the  same  effect,  and  that  the  rungs  were  driven 
in  before  the  poles  left  the  shop.  They  were  four  in  num- 
ber. Another  witness  testified  that  he  was  with  the  gang 
when  they  put  the  pole  up,  and  that  at  the  time  the  pole  was 
put  up  there  were  no  rungs  or  pins  put  in  the  pole.  An- 
other witness  testified  that  at  the  time  the  poles  were  loaded 
on  the  car,  and  sent  away  to  be  put  up,  there  were  no  rungs 
driven  in  them,  and  that  there  were  none  in  the  pole  in 
question  when  raised,  because  he  helped  to  load  them. on 
the  cars.  One  Alfson  testified  substantially  to  the  same 
effect. 

The  defendant  asked  the  court  to  instruct  the  jury  that 
the  fact,  if  it  be  a  fact,  that  the  plaintiff  "  immediately  re- 
placed and  drove  the  rung,  which  he  testifies  came  out,  into 
the  semaphore  pole,  and  that  such  action  upon  his  part  ren- 
dered it  impossible  to  procure  evidence  other  than  his  own 
of  the  condition  of  said  rung  and  pole  at  the  time  of  the 
alleged  injury,  then  it  becomes  your  duty  to  weigh  the  evi- 
dence of  the  plaintiff  as  to  the  condition  of  said  pole  and 
rung  at  the  time  of  the  alleged  injury  with  great  caution, 
and  all  reasonable  presumptions  from  the  evidence  in  this 
case  must  be  against  such  testimony  of  the  plaintiff."  The 
court  refused  to  give  said  instruction  as  asked,  but  gave  all 
except  the  concluding  clause,  "  and  all  reasonable  presump- 
tions," etc. 

The  jury  found  a  special  verdict  as  follows:  "(1)  Did  the 
plaintiff  receive  the  injury  of  which  he  complains  wliile  in 
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the  employ  of  the  defendant?  Ans.  Yes.  (2)  If  you  answer 
the  first  question  ^  Yes,'  then  was  such  injury  caused  by  any 
want  of  ordinary  care  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  ?  A.  Yes. 
(3)  If  you  answer  the  second  question  '  Yes,'  then  was  such 
want  of  ordinary  care  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  the  proxi- 
mate cause  of  the  injury?  A,  Yes.  (4)  Was  the  plaintiff 
guilty  of  any  want  of  ordinary  care  which  contributed  to 
the  injury  of  which  he  complains?  A.  No.  (5)  What  sum 
of  money  will  compensate  the  plaintiff  for  the  injury  of 
which  he  complains  ?  A.  $1,200."  A  motion  was  made  to 
set  aside  the  verdict,  and  for  a  new  trial,  upon  the  grounds 
specified  in  the  bill  of  exceptions.  The  court  overruled  said 
motion,  and  judgment  was  rendered  on  the  verdict  in  favor 
of  the  plaintiff  and  against  the  defendant  for  the  sum  of 
$1,301,  from  which  the  defendant  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Pope  &  Perrhij 
and  oral  argument  by  Carl  C.  Pope.  They  contended,  inter 
alia^  that  the  instruction,  given  at  the  request  of  the  appel- 
lant, to  the  effect  that,  if  the  testimony  of  the  respondent 
relative  to  the  manner  of  his  falling  was  against  all  reason- 
able probabilities,  the  jury  would  not  be  warranted  in  find- 
ing that  he  fell  from  the  pole  and  received  the  injuries  of 
which  he  complains,  was  correct.  Payne  v.  (7.,  i?.  7.  cfe  P, 
R.  Co.  39  Iowa,  523;  Thompson  v.  Pioneer-Press  Co.  37  Minn. 
285 ;  Badger  v.  JanesviUe  Cotton  Mills^  95  Wis.  599.  But  in 
the  general  charge  the  court  had  laid  down  a  different  and 
incorrect  rule  when  it  said  that  "  if  the  things  testified  to 
are  so  unnatural  or  unreasonable  that  your  good  sense  re- 
volts against  them,  you  may  reject  such  testimony  as  untrue, 
although  not  contradicted."  The  giving  of  this  charge  was 
a  substantial  error^  and  was  not  cured  by  giving  the  special 
instruction  asked  by  the  appellant.  Hutcliinson  v.  C  cJ6  iT.  W. 
R.  Co.  41  Wis.  641,  657;  Ward  v.  Henry ^  19  id.  76;  Sears  v. 
Lay,  id.  96;  Imhoff  v.  C.  <&  M.  R.  Co.  20  id.  344;  Smith  v. 
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Hardy ^  36  id.  417,  423;  McCahe  v.  Rawmondy  34  id.  690; 
LitOe  V.  Superior  JR.  T,  R.  Co,  88  id.  402,  408. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Thorson  &DeLa 
Motte^  and  oral  argument  by  T.  M,  Thoraon. 

PiNNET,  J.  The  principal  matter  presented  involves  ques- 
tions of  fact  peculiarly  appropriate  for  the  consideration  and 
determination  of  a  jury.  It  is  urged  that  there  was  no  suf- 
ficient evidence  that  the  defendant  had  been  at  fault,  or  was 
guilty  of  any  negligence  which  was  the  proximate  cause  of 
the  plaintiff's  injury.  It  was  claimed  that  the  semaphore, 
by  a  fall  from  which  the  plaintiff  sustained  his  injury,  was 
negligently  and  improperly  constructed,  in  that  the  iron 
rungs  by  which  the  operator  of  it  could  ascend  the  sema- 
phore to  attend  to  the  practical  operation  and  working  of 
the  same,  had  not  been  safely  and  securely  driven  into  the 
pole,  so  that  the  operator  could  go  up  the  pole  and  perform 
his  duties  in  safety;  and  that,  in  consequence,  one  of  the 
rungs  slipped  or  came  out,  so  that  the  plaintiff,  when  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duties  as  such  semaphorist,  and  without 
fault  or  neglect  on  his  part,  was  violently  thrown,  while 
near  the  top  of  such  signal  or  semaphore  pole,  to  the  ground, 
and  received  his  injuries,  which  the  evidence  shows  were 
serious.  The  credibility  of  the  plaintiff  as  a  witness  in  his 
own  behalf  was  assailed,  and  it  was  alleged  that  the  evi- 
dence was  extremely  improbable,  and  that  he  was  unworthy 
of  credit.  The  evidence,  as  contained  in  the  record,  seems 
quite  clear  and  satisfactory  to  show  that  the  plaintiff  re- 
ceived the  injury  of  which  he  complains  at  the  time  and 
place  stated  by  him,  and  there  is  evidence  in  corroboration 
of  his  claim  as  to  the  manner  in  which  it  occurred.  The 
nature  and  character  of  the  injury  is  shown  by  the  evidence 
of  his  physician  who  was  called  to  attend  him  the  next  day. 
The  testimony  of  the  physician  shows  that  the  injury  was 
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of  a  serious  and  dangerous  character,  and  there  were  other 
facts  and  circumstances  tending  to  sustain  the  plaintiff's 
version  of  the  occurrence.  There  is  no  apparent  reason 
for  believing  that  his  injury  was  self-inflicted  or  simulated, 
or  that  it  was  not  received  in  the  regular  discharge  of  his 
duty,  while  in  the  service  of  the  defendant  as  a  semaphorist, 
at  the  place  indicated  in  the  testimony. 

The  case  has  been  tried  twice,  and  the  last  trial  was  appar- 
ently a  thorough  and  careful  one;  and  it  may  be  remarked 
that  the  findings  of  the  jury  upon  which  the  judgment  rests 
were  satisfactory  to  the  trial  judge,  for  the  defendant's  mo- 
tion to  set  aside  the  verdict  and  for  a  new  trial  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  contrary  to,  and  not  sustained  by,  the  evidence, 
was  denied.    The  credibility  of  the  plaintiff  as  a  witness  in 
his  own  behalf  was  a  question  peculiarly  for  the  jury,  and  no 
case  is  made  upon  which  the  defendant  can  rightly  or  fairly 
insist  that  the  plaintiff,  as  a  matter  of  law,  was  not  a  cred- 
ible witness,  or  that  the  evidence,  and  the  inferences  that 
may  properly  be  drawn  from  it,  does-  not,  when  fairly  con- 
sidered, support  the  verdict.    The  defendant's  witnesses  tes- 
tified that  the  iron  rungs  were  driven  into  the  pole,  where 
holes  had  been  bored  with  a  bit,  before  the  pole  was  raised, 
and  the  plaintiff's  witnesses  testified  that  the  rungs  were 
driven  in  after  it  was  brought  to  the  ground  and  raised ; 
affording  ground  for  the  contention  that  the  rung  in  ques- 
tion had  not  been  driven  in  securely  or  had  failed  to  receive 
proper  attention.    The  plaintiff  testified  that  in  about  three 
quarters  of  an  hour  after  the  injury  he  drove  this  rung  in 
again  securely;  and  it  is  assumed  that  if,  on  this  point,  he 
testified  truly,  he  destroyed  the  means  of  corroboration,  and, 
if  falsely,  he  put  it  out  of  human  power  to  contradict  him. 
We  fail  to  see  anything  in  the  evidence  to  warrant  this  con- 
clusion.    Certainly  there  is  no  evidence  that  in  reason  would 
justify  the  conclusion  that  upon  receiving  his  injury,  in  the 
darkness  and  storm  of  the  night,  he  purposely  attempted  to 


142  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

Welty  Ts.  The  Lake  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer  B.  Ca 

suppress  or  destroy  the  evidence  to  show  how  his  injury 
occurred. 

The  court  instructed  the  jury  that :  "  The  fact,  if  it  be  a 
fact,  that  the  rung  came  out  in  the  manner  testified  to  by 
the  plaintiff,  is  presumptive  of  the  want  of  ordinary  care  on 
the  part  of  defendant.  That  is  to  say,  if  tliei'c  were  no  other 
evidence  in  the  case  of  how  the  semaphore  was  constructed^ — 
as  to  the  manner  and  degree  of  care  exercised  in  putting  in 
the  rungs, —  we  would  have  to  conclude  that  it  was  imper- 
fectly constructed  from  the  fact  of  its  being  loose  when 
plaintiff  took  hold  of  it,  if  vn  fact  it  was  loose,  as  he  testi- 
fies." As  thus  limited  and  qualified,  we  do  not  see  how  it 
can  be  said  that  the  instruction  was  either  beneficial  to  the 
plaintiff  or  prejudicial  to  the  defendant,  or  that  it  was  re- 
versible error.  The  questions  before  the  jury  were  of  fact, 
not  depending  on  legal  judgment,  and  were  fairly  left  to 
them.  * 

Complaint  is  made  that,  although  the  court  correctly  in- 
structed the  jury  that,  if  they  found  from  the  evidence  that 
the  testimony  of  the  plaintiff  relative  to  the  manner  of  his 
falling  from  the  semaphore  pole  was  against  all  reasonable 
probabilities,  then,  and  in  that  case,  they  would  not  be  war- 
ranted in  finding  that  he  fell  from  the  pole  and  received  the 
injuries  of  which  he  complains,  and  they  must,  therefore, 
answer  the  first  question  of  the  special  verdict  "  No,"  thus 
leaving  the  question  to  the  judgment  of  the  jury  as  to  the 
reasonable  probabilities,  yet,  in  the  general  charge,  the  jury 
had  been  told  that:  "In  passing  upon  the  testimony  of  a 
Avitness,  you  are  not  to  accept  it  as  true  simply  because  not 
contradicted  by  other  witnesses.  If  the  things  testified  to 
are  so  unnatural  or  unreasonable  that  your  good  sense  revolts 
against  them,  you  may  reject  such  testimony  as  untrue."^ 
It  is  not  pointed  out  in  what  manner  the  defendant  was  prej- 

1 A  clerical  error  in  this  sentence  as  it  appears  in  the  original  opinion 
on  file  has  been  corrected  by  direction  of  the  justicea —  Rep. 
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ndiced  or  injuriously  aflfected  by  the  alleged  erroneous  in- 
structions. They  do  not  invoke  any  clear,  definite  rule  as  a 
^ide  to  the  jury.  They  refer  to  the  conception  the  jury 
may  have  of  "reasonable  probabilities," — of  what  is  unnat- 
ural or  unreasonable, —  so  as  to  make  the  good  sense  of  the 
jury  revolt  at  it. 

The  court  refused  to  instruct  the  jury  at  the  defendant's 
request  that,  if  the  plaintiff  had  equal  means  and  opportunity 
for  ascertaining  the  defect,  if  they  found  there  was  a  defect, 
in  the  semaphore  of  which  he  complains,  as  the  defendant, 
then,  in  that  case,  the  plaintiff  cannot  recover  in  this  action. 
In  view  of  all  the  evidence,  and  the  fact  that  the  defendant 
constructed  and  erected  the  semaphore,  we  think  the  refusal 
was  not  error. 

It  was  the  duty  of  the  defendant  to  provide  a  reasonably 
safe  place  for  the  plaintiff  to  render  his  services,  and  to 
construct  the  semaphores  so  that  they  would  be  reasonably 
safe  for  the  plaintiff's  use.  Cadden  v.  Am,  Sted  Barge  Co. 
88  Wis.  410,  418,  420.  The  foreman  of  the  defendant,  Gal- 
lagher, and  his  assistants,  under  and  by  whom  the  semaphore 
was  constructed,  were  not  fellow-servants  of  the  plaintiff. 
The  defendant  was  bound  to  perform  its  duty.  The  plaint- 
iff did  not  take  the  risk  of  the  carelessness  of  those  who 
were  selected  by  the  defendant  and  undertook  to  do  its  duty, 
even  though  they  were  servants  of  the  same  master.  Lan- 
ing  V.  jar.  T.  a  a.  Co.  49  N.  T.  521 ;  Ford  v.  Fitchhurg  R. 
Co.  110  Mass.  241;  Rough  v.  Railway  Co.  100  U.  S.  213-219. 
The  case,  in  brief,  is  that  there  was  evidence  sufficient  to  take 
the  case  to  the  jury  upon  the  question  of  the  negligence  of 
the  defendant  in  not  properly  constructing  the  semaphore, 
which  was  an  appliance  provided  for  the  plaintiff  in  per- 
forming his  services  as  semaphorist  at  the  place  in  question 
for  the  defendant,  and  in  not  providing  a  safe  and  sufficient 
one  upon  which  the  plaintiff  could  so  render  his  services. 
Here  the  semaphore  was  constructed  by  the  defendant  itself. 
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There  was  evidence  strongly  tending  to  show  that  it  was 
defective  and  insufficient,  and,  indeed,  the  restdt  clearly 
shows  it,  and  that  the  plaintiff  sustained  his  injuries  in  con- 
sequence. 

At  the  commencement  of  the  trial  a  motion  was  made  by 
the  defendant's  counsel  to  quash  the  array  of  jurors  upon 
the  ground  that  they  were  drawn  by  the  clerk  of  the  court 
from  the  list  of  names  furnished  by  members  of  the  county 
board,  and  that  the  law  authorizing  that  method  was  re- 
pealed three  days  after  such  drawing,  so  that  the  manner  of 
obtaining  jurors  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the 
term  and  of  the  trial  was  regulated  by  a  subsequent  act. 
Ch.  380,  Laws  of  1897  (sees.  2533^^-2533^^  Stats.  1898).  The 
challenge  was  overruled.  The  determination  of  the  court 
overruling  the  challenge  to  the  array  of  jurors  was  correct. 
"When  jurors  have  been  drawn  and  designated  according  to 
law  to  serve  at  a  term  of  court,  a  mere  change  in  the  method 
of  drawing  jurors  thereafter  made  will  not  affect  those  al- 
ready drawn,  but  they  will  continue,  notwithstanding  such 
change  in  the  law,  legal  jurors  for  the' term,  unless  excused 
or  discharged  by  the  court.  Hay  v.  Lake  Superior  T.  <&  T, 
JR.  Co.  99  Wis.  617.  We  do  not  think  the  record  shows 
any  error  of  which  the  defendant  can  rightly  complain,  and 
that  for  the  reasons  stated  the  judgment  is  correct  and 
should  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 

Baedben,  J.  I  dissent  from  the  decision  of  the  majority 
of  the  court,  on  the  ground  that  plaintiff's  statement  of  how 
the  accident  occurred  is  so  improbable  as  to  be  beyond  be- 
lief. He  had  climbed  the  semaphore  pole.  His  right  foot 
was  resting  on  one  of  the  rungs.  His  left  leg  was  thrown 
around  the  pole.  His  left  arm  was  also  around  the  pole, 
holding  the  bottom  of  the  lantern  in  his  hand  to  the  right 
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of  the  pole.  While  in  that  position  he  grasped  the  project- 
ing prong  of  the  rung  on  the  right,  which  was  about  breast 
high,  with  the  third  and  fourth  fingers  of  his  right  hand, 
and  was  scratching  a  match,  when  this  rung  came  out, 
and  he  fell  backwards,  turned  over  once,  was  caught  by  his 
overcoat  sleeve  on  one  of  the  lower  rungs,  and  recovered 
himself  before  he  reached  the  ground.  He  claims  that  he 
was  strained  and  wrenched  so  as  to  cause  a  rupture.  He 
went  back  to  the  depot,  eighty  or  one  hundred  rods  distant, 
took  care  of  the  trains,  and  then  went  back  to  the  pole  and 
drove  in  the  rung  with  a  big  monkey  wrench.  The  accident  is 
said  to  have  happened  at  about  11 :30  at  night.  This  is  all  the 
testimony  as  to  how  the  accident  occurred.  To  my  mind,  it 
needs  but  a  glance  at  this  testimony  to  demonstrate  the  utter 
impossibility  of  the  plaintiff's  being  injured  in  the  manner 
he  said  he  was.  His  weight  must  necessarily  have  been 
resting  on  his  right  foot.  His  left  leg  and  arm  being  around 
the  pole,  and  the  rung  that  came  out  being  driven  into  the 
pole  at  right  angles  to  the  position  in  which  he  stood,  it 
seems  utterly  impossible  for  him  to  have  rested  any  weight 
thereon  that  would  disturb  his  equilibrium  if  it  gave  way. 
The  case  comes  clearly  within  the  rule  that  a  jury  is  not 
warranted  in  finding  the  existence  of  facts,  on  the  positive 
testimony  of  a  witness,  which  are  contrary  to  matters  of  com- 
mon knowledge  or  to  all  reasonable  probabilities.  Badger 
V.  Ja/neevUU  Cotton  MiXU^  95  Wis.  599 ;  Flaherty  v.  ffarrison, 
98  Wis.  559;  Fan/ne  v.  01,  R.  L  <&  P.  R.  Co.  39  Iowa,  523; 
Thomp9on  v.  Pioneer-PresB  Co.  37  Minn.  285.  The  judg- 
ment ought  to  be  reversed. 

Mabshall,  J.    I  concur  in  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice 
Bahdkejnt. 

Vol*  100—10 
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Satjntbt,  Appellant,  vs.  Laied,  Norton  Oompant  and  others, 

Eespondents. 

May  6-^  June  iSS,  ld9S. 
Watercourses:  Dams:  ToUs  on  logs:  Construction  of  statute, 

1,  Ch.  Ill,  Laws  of  1891,  authorizes  &,  ''for  the  purpose  of  improving 
the  navigation  of  the  St  Croix  river,"  ''to  build  or  acquire,  main- 
tain and  operate  three  dams  across  said  river "  between  certain 
points,  "and  also  to  build,  maintain,  and  operate  such  booms  and 
other  improvements  upon  said  river,  between  said  points,  as  may 
be  necessary  or  convenient  to  render  the  driving  of  logs  upon  said 
river  from  "  the  upper  of  said  points  "  to  the  head  of  Lake  St.  Croix 
reasonably  convenient  and  certain."  It  provides  that,  when  S. 
"  shall  have  erected  or  acquired  and  shall  maintain  said  dams  here- 
inbefore authorized,"  he  may  collect  tolls  "on  all  logs  or  timber 
sluiced  or  driven  through  or  by  the  aid  of  any  one  of  said  dams,  or 
by  the  aid  of  the  waters  collected  therein."  Held,  that  the  purpose 
of  the  act  was  to  improve  the  navigation  of  the  whole  river,  to 
f^ilitate  the  driving  of  logs  from  the  upper  point  mentioned  down 
the  river  to  the  head  of  St  Croix  Lake  at  Stillwater;  and  that  the 
right  to  collect  tolls  is  not  limited  to  logs  driven  or  sluiced  through, 
or  which  pass  over,  or  from  a  point  above  to  a  point  below,  one  or 
more  of  said  dams,  nor,  as  to  logs  entering  the  St  Croix  river  below 
the  lowest  of  said  dams,  is  the  right  to  tolls  limited  to  such  as  are 
driven,  by  the  aid  of  waters  collected  in  one  or  more  of  said  dams, 
from  the  point  where  the  drive  begins  in  the  St  Croix  down  until 
they  reach  the  flowage  of  another  dam  located  further  down  said 
river. 

2l  The  erection  or  acquiring  of  two  dams  only  between  the  specified 
points,  instead  of  three,  was  not  smh  a  compliance  with  the  act  as 
authorizes  the  collection  of  any  tolls  thereunder. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  oipcnit  court  for  Douglas 
county :  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  S.  J.  Bradfardj 
attorney,  and  Glapp  &  Macartney^  of  counsel,  and  oral  argu- 
ment by  N.  H.  Olapp. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  John  W.  Bashr 
ford^  Frcmk  T.  WUson^  and  W.  P,  Wamery  and  oral  argu- 
ment by  Mr.  Bashford  and  Mr.  Wilson. 
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Cassodat,  0.  J.  This  is  an  action  to  recover  $8,209.47, 
alleged  to  be  due  to  the  plaintifF  for  tolls  in  aiding  in  the 
driving  of  41,047,380  feet  of  white  pine  saw  logs,  owned  by 
the  defendants  jointly,  by  waters  collected  m  his  two  dams 
across  the  St.  Ch*oix  river,  at  the  place  described,  during  the 
several  years  of  1891, 1892, 1893, 1894,  and  1895;  each  year 
constituting  a  separate  cause  of  action.  The  defendants  an- 
swered the  several  causes  of  action  alleged,  and  at  the  close 
of  the  trial  the  court  found,  in  effect,  that  after  the  enact- 
ment of  ch.  Ill,  Laws  of  1891,  to  wit.  May  11, 1891,  the 
plaintiff  acquired  the  title  to  the  lands  described  in  sections 
25  and  36,  township  44  N.,  of  range  13  W.,  with  a  substan- 
tial dam  thereon  across  the  St.  Croix  river,  about  twelve 
feet  in  height,  which  was  at  that  time,  and  ever  since  has 
been,  provided  with  suitable  gates  and  sluices  to  enable  logs 
to  be  driven  over  the  same,  and  also  to  discharge  the  waters 
collected  by  said  dam  out  of  the  same  in  such  quantities  and 
at  such  times  as  he  desired,  and  known  as  the  '^  St.  Croix 
dam ; "  that  the  dam  held  back  and  accumulated  water  in 
safBcient  quantities  to  furnish  a  driving  stage  of  water  in 
the  St.  Croix  river  below  the  mouth  of  the  Nemakagon  river 
for  a  period  of  from  five  to  six  days,  when  the  water  in  said 
river  below  the  mouth  of  the  Nemakagon  river  would  other- 
wise be  too  low  to  make  it  practicable  to  drive  logs  thereon; 
that  May  11, 1891,  the  plaintiff  also  acquired  the  title  to  the 
lands  described  in  section  7,  township  44  N.,  of  range  11 W., 
with  another  dam  thereon  across  the  St.  Croix  river,  about 
five  feet  in  height,  provided  with  gates  and  sluices  suitable 
and  convenient  for  sluicing  and  driving  logs  over  said  dam, 
and  for  controlling  and  discharging  the  waters  therefrom  in 
such  quantities  and  at  such  times  as  the  plaintiff  might  de- 
sire, and  known  as  the  "  Cutaway  dam,"  the  same  being  of 
suflBcient  size  and  capacity  to  hold  back  and  accumulate  a 
sufficient  amount  of  water  to  furnish  a  driving  stage  of 
water  in  the  St.  Croix  river  below  the  mouth  of  the  Nema- 
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kagon  for  a  period  of  from  twenty-four  to  thirty-six  hours, 
when  the  water  in  said  river  wonld  otherwise  be  too  low  to 
make  it  practicable  to  drive  logs  thereon;  that  ever  since 
May  11, 1891,  the  plaintiff  has  maintained  and  operated  said 
two  dams,  and  no  others,  on  the  St.  Croix  river ;  that  the 
two  dams  have  been  so  controlled  and  managed  as  to  best 
subserve  the  interests  of  all  parties  engaged  in  driving  logs 
npon  the  St.  Croix  river  from  points  above  the  St.  Croix 
dam,  but  without  any  regard  to  the  interests  of  any  parties, 
other  than  the  plaintiff,  engaged  in  driving  logs  down  the 
St.  Croix  river  from  or  below  the  mouth  of  the  Nemakagon 
or  any  of  its  tributaries,  except  in  the  year  1895 ;  that  the 
pine  saw  logs  in  question  were  all  cut  and  banked  upon  the 
Totogatic  river  and  its  tributaries ;  that  the  Totogatic  river 
is  a  tributary  of  the  Nemakagon  river,  which  empties  into 
the  St.  Croix  river  about  twenty  miles  below  the,  St.  Croix 
dam;  that  all  of  the  logs  were  driven  out  into  the  St.  Croix 
river,  and  were  thereafter  driven  down  the  St.  Croix  river 
to  the  flowage  of  the  Nevers  dam,  forty  miles  above  the 
city  of  Stillwater;  that  during  all  the  times  mentioned  the 
St.  Croix  river  has  been  navigable  for  logs  and  timber  from 
the  mouth  of  the  Nemakagon  to  the  mouth  of  the  St.  Croix 
river,  and  during  certain  periods  of  each  year  in  its  natural 
state,  without  the  aid  of  any  of  the  dams  mentioned,  and 
that  the  same  has  been  used  as  a  pubKc  highway  for  the 
driving  of  logs  to  market  for  more  than  thirty  years  prior 
to  the  commencement  of  this  action;  that  it  is  impossible 
to  determine  from  the  evidence  what  portion  of  the  defend- 
ants' logs  were  driven,  flowed,  or  transported  below  the 
mouth  of  the  Nemakagon  by  the  aid  of  waters  collected  in 
or  coming  from  the  said  dams  or  from  either  of  them,  and 
therefore  the  court  found  that  none  of  them  were  so  driven, 
flowed,  or  transported. 

As  conclusions  of  law  the  court  found,  in  effect,  that  ch. 
Ill,  Laws  of  1891,  is  a  valid  enactment;  that  the  plaintiff  is 
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entitled  to  collect  tolls  on  logs  sluiced  op  driven  through  or 
over  the  St.  Oroix  dam,  though  he  has  constructed,  main- 
tained, and  operated  only  two  of  the  three  dams  across  the 
St.  Croix  therein  provided  for;  that  under  the  act  the  plaint- 
iff is  entitled  to  collect  toll  only  on  logs  diiven  or  sluiced 
through,  or  which  pass  over,  or  from  a  point  above  to  a 
point  below,  one  or  more  of  said  dams,  and  he  is  not  entitled 
to  collect  on  logs  entering  the  St.  Croix  through  the  Nema- 
kagon,  or  through  streams  entering  the  St.  Croix  below  the 
mouth  of  the  Nemakagon;  that  in  no  event  is  the  plaintiil 
entitled  to  collect  toll  on  logs  entering  the  St.  Croix  from 
the  Nemakagon,  imless  driven  by  the  aid  of  waters  collected 
in  one  or  more  of  such  dams  from  the  point  where  the  drive 
is  begun  in  the  St  Croix  until  they  reach  the  flowage  of  the 
Nevers  dam,  and  he  is  entitled  to  no  toll  for  aiding  in  the 
driving  of  logs  for  only  a  portion  of  such  distance, —  and 
ordered  judgment  to  be  entered  thereon  accordingly.  From 
the  judgment  so  entered  the  plaintiff  appeals. 

Ch.  Ill,  Laws  of  1891,  contains,  among  other  things,  in 
effect,  the  following  provisions:  (1)  For  the  purpose  of  im- 
proving the  navigation  of  the  St.  Croix  river,  WHUam  Scmnr 
try,  his  heirs  or  assigns,  are  hereby  authorized  and  em- 
powered to  build  or  acquire,  maintain  and  operate,  tkree 
dams  across  said  river  at  such  different  points  as  he  or  they 
may  select,  between  a  point  where  the  west  line  of  section  6, 
in  township  44  north,  of  range  11  west,  crosses  said  river, 
and  the  point  where  the  south  line  of  township  44  north,  of 
range  13  west,  crosses  said  river,  and  also  to  build,  maintain 
and  operate  such  booms  and  other  improvements  upon  said 
river,  between  said  points,  as  may  be  necessary  or  conven- 
ient to  render  the  driving  of  logs  upon  said  river  from  said 
point  first  hereinbefore  mentioned  to  the  head  of  Lake  St. 
Croix  reasonably  convenient  and  certain;  provided,  how- 
ever, that  no  one  of  said  dams  shall  be  constructed  so  as  to 
raise  the  water,  at  the  point  where  the  same  is  constructed, 
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more  than  twelve  feet  above  the  natural  height  thereof. 
(3)  All  dams  authorized  by  this  act  shall  be  constructed 
and  maintained  with  suitable  gates  and  sluices  for  the  pas- 
sage of  logs  over  the  same  and  the  management  and  con- 
trol of  the  water  collected  therein  in  aid  of  the  navigation 
of  the  said  St.  Croix  river.  And  all  such  dams,  their  gates 
and  sluices  and  all  other  improvements  erected  or  main- 
tained upon  said  river  by  the  said  William  SaurUry^  his  heirs 
or  assigns,  under  the  provisions  of  this  act,  shaU.  at  all  times 
be  under  the  exclusive  control  of  said  William  Sauntry^  his 
heirs  or  assigns,  and  shall  be  controlled  and  managed  as  in 
the  judgment  of  said  WilUam  JSa/untn/j  his  heirs  or  assigns, 
will  best  subserve  the  interests  of  all  parties  engaged  in  driv- 
ing logs  down  said  river.  (4)  As  compensation  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  St.  Croix  river,  when  said  William  SoAmtry^ 
his  heirs  or  assigns,  hKoU  Jia/oe  erected  or  acgy/i/redj  amd  shall 
7naintam  said  dams  hereinbefore  authorized  across  said 
river,  said  William  Samitn/y  his  heirs  or  assigns,  shall  be  en- 
titled, and  they  are  hereby  authorized  and  empowered,  to 
demand,  receive,  levy,  sue  for  and  collect  as  a  toll  the  sum 
of  ten  cents  per  thousand  feet  board  measure  on  all  logs  or 
timber  sluiced  or  driven  through,  or  by  the  aid  of  any  one  of 
said  dams,  or  by  the  aid  of  the  waters  collected  therein; 
and  if  any  such  logs  or  timber  shall  be  so  driven  or  sluiced 
through  or  by  the  aid  of  the  waters  collected  in  more  than 
one  of  said  dams,  then  the  said  William  Sa^untry,  his  heirs 
or  assigns,  shall  be  entitled  and  they  are  hereby  authorized 
and  empowered  to  demand,  receive,  levy,  sue  for  and  collect 
as  a  toll  the  sum  of  ten  cents  per  thousand  feet,  board  meas- 
ure,  upon  all  such  logs  or  timber  for  each  of  the  said  dams 
through  which  or  by  the  aid  of  the  waters  collected  in  any 
one  of  which  any  such  logs  or  timber  shall  have  been  sluiced 
or  driven. 

The  two  points  between  which  the  plaintiff  was  thus  au- 
thorized to  build  or  acquire  the  three  dams  mentioned  appear 
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to  be  about  sixteen  miles  apart  by  the  line  of  the  Upper  St. 
Croix  river.  The  Cutaway  dam,  mentioned,  is  situated  near 
the  point  furthermost  up  the  river,  and  appears  to  be  within 
a  couple  of  miles  of  the  mouth  of  Lake  St.  Croix,  which  is 
the  head  of  the  Upper  St,  Croix  river ;  the  St.  Croix  dam, 
mentioned,  appears  to  be  about  twelve  miles  down  the  river 
from  the  Cutaway  dam,  and  some  three  or  four  miles  north- 
easterly from  the  point  designated  in  the  act  as  being  furth- 
ermost down  the  river ;  the  distance  from  the  Cutaway  dam 
to  the  lower  end  of  drives  at  Nevers  dam,  mentioned,  ap- 
pears to  be  about  100  miles  by  the  line  of  the  St.  Croix  river ; 
and  Nevers  dam  is  about  forty  miles  above  St.  Croix  Lake 
at  Stillwater.  The  manifest  purpose  of  the  act  was  to  im- 
prove the  navigation  of  the  whole  river,  to  facilitate  the 
driving  of  logs  upon  the  river  as  far  down  as  the  head  of  the 
St.  Croix  Lake, — at  least,  as  far  down  as  the  Nevers  dam.  It 
was  certainly  not  the  purpose  of  the  act  to  limit  the  collection 
of  toll  to  such  logs  only  as  should  be  driven  or  sluiced  through 
or  passed  over,  or  from  a  point  above  to  a  point  immedi- 
ately below,  one  or  more  such  dams,  as  held  by  the  trial 
court.  To  hold  that  the  purpose  of  the  act  was  merely  to 
aid  in  driving  logs  upon  the  sixteen  or  eighteen  miles  of  the 
upper  end  of  the  river  would  be  to  do  violence  to  the  express 
language  of  the  act.  There  can  be  no  pretense  that  the  pur- 
pose of  such  dams  was  to  float  logs  up  the  river  into  Lake 
St.  Croix,  at  the  head  of  the  river.  On  the  contrary,  the 
manifest  purpose  was  to  facilitate  the  driving  of  logs  from 
the  upper  point  mentioned  down  the  river  to  the  head  of 
St.  Croix  Lake  at  Stillwater.  Nor  can  we  agree  to  the  sug- 
gestion in  the  conclusions  of  the  trial  court  to  the  effect  that, 
assuming  that  the  plaintiff  is  entitled  to  collect  toll  on  logs 
entering  the  St.  Croix  from  the  Nemakagon,  then  such  right 
is  limited  to  such  logs  as  were  driven,  by  the  aid  of  waters 
collected  in  one  or  more  of  such  dams,  from  the  point  where 
the  drive  began  in  the  St.  Croix  down  until  they  reached 
the  flowage  of  the  Nevers  dam. 
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Although  we  disagree  with  the  construction  given  to  the 
act  by  the  trial  court,  as  thus  indicated,  yet,  after  careful 
consideration,  we  are  constrained  to  affirm  this  judgment 
upon  another  ground.  As  indicated  in  the  fourth  section  of 
the  act,  as  given  above,  the  plaintiff  is  only  entitled,  author- 
ized, or  empowered  to  collect  such  toll, "  as  compensation  for 
the  improvjBment  of  said  St.  Croix  river,  when  [he],  his  heirs 
or  assigns,  shall  have  erected  or  acquired,  and  shall  main- 
tain said  dcums  hereinbefore  authorized  across  sand  river.- ^ 
The  words  "  said  dams  .  .  .  across  said  river  "  manifestly 
refer  to  the  "  three  dams  "  which  the  plaintiff  was  thereby 
"  authorized  and  empowered  to  build  or  acquire,  maintain 
and  operate  "  across  the  St.  Croix  river  by  the  first  section 
of  the  act.  True,  the  second  section  declares  that,  "  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  the  navigation  of  the  Moose  river,'* 
the  plaintiff  was  "authorized  and  empowered  to  build  or  ac- 
quire, maintain  and  operate,  three  dams  across  said  river  '* 
at  the  points  therein  designated;  but  that  in  no  way  obviates 
the  condition  precedent  to  the  collection  of  any  toll  by  the 
plaintiff  for  driving  logs  upon  the  St.  Croix  that  he  should 
first  build  or  acquire,  maintain,  and  operate  the  three  dams 
across  the  St.  Croix  at  the  places  and  in  the  manner  pre- 
scribed. If  the  plaintiff  can  dispense  with  one  of  the  three 
dams  thus  prescribed,  then  he  may  dispense  with  two  of 
them.  The  building  or  acquiring,  maintaining,  and  operat- 
ing such  three  dams  across  the  St.  Croix  is,  to  our  minds,  a 
condition  precedent  to  the  collection  of  tolls, —  so  clear  and 
unambiguous  as  not  to  admit  of  any  other  construction. 

Counsel  contend  that,  with  the  two  dams  where  they  are 
located,  an  additional  dam  would  not  improve  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  river,  and  hence  that  it  would  be  absurd  to  re- 
quire such  additional  dam  as  a  condition  precedent.  Sellers 
V.  Union  Lwmhervtig  Co.  39  Wis.  528.  Toll  can  only  be  au- 
thorized as  a  reasonable  compensation  for  improvements 
made  or  services  rendered  as  prescribed  by  law.  Underwood 
Lumher  Co.  v.  Pelica/n  Boom  Co.  76  Wis.  76-85 ;  FaUs  Mfg. 
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Co,  V.  Oconto  Rwer  Imp.  Co.  87  Wis.  151.  It  appears  that 
the  Cutaway  dam  had  existed  in  its  present  form  for  nine 
years  prior  to  the  commencement  of  this  action,  and  that 
the  St.  Croix  dam  had  so  existed  for  ten  years  before  the 
commencement  of  this  action.  Nevertheless  the  act  contem- 
plated three  dams  to  be  built  or  acquired,  which  would  im- 
prove the  navigation  of  the  river,  before  any  toll  should  be 
collected.  We  have  no  authority  to  infer  from  extrinsic  cir- 
cumstances that  a  case  for  which  the  words  of  the  statute 
expressly  provide  shall  be  exempted  from  its  operation.  On 
the  contrary,  it  is  our  duty  to  give  effect  to  the  plain  and 
unambiguous  language  of  the  statute.  Ha/nson  v.  Eichstaedtj 
69  Wis.  546,  and  cases  there  cited.  We  must  hold  that  the 
construction  of  the  two  dams  across  the  St.  Croix  is  not  such 
a  compliance  with  the  act  as  authorized  the  plaintiff  to  col- 
lect toll  for  aiding  in  driving  any  of  the  logs  in  question. 

This  view  of  the  subject  makes  it  unnecessary  to  deter- 
mine the  question  whether  the  owners  of  the  logs,  or  the 
contractors,,  were  bound  to  pay  the  toU.  See  Johnson  v. 
Oranagej  45  Mich.  14.  Nor  is  it  necessary  to  decide  the  very 
important  question  discussed,  as  to  whether  the  act  in  ques- 
tion was  a  private  or  local  bill,  embracing  more  than  one 
subject,  and  that  expressed  in  the  title,  within  the  meaning 
of  sec.  18,  art.  IV,  of  our  constitution. 

JBy  the  Cowrt, —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


BuEwrrr,  Appellant,  vs.  MoRae  and  others.  Respondents. 

May  6— June  2S,  1898, 

Purchase  of  land  jointly  with  vendor's  agents:  Fraud:  Remedies:  Money 

had  and  received. 

Plaintiff  and  defendants  agreed  to  become  jointly  interested  in,  and 
oopurchaaers  of,  certain  land.  Defendants  were  agents  of  the 
vendor  to  make  the  sala    They  paid  the  earnest  money,  and  took 
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a  receipt  from  the  vendor,  specifyuig  when  sabseqnent  payments 
shonld  be  made  and  inroviding  that  in  oase  of  default  in  anj  pay- 
ments said  earnest  money  should  be  forfeited,  time  being  of  the 
essence  of  the  contract  Plaintiff  afterwards  paid  to  defendants, 
for  the  vendor,  a  sum  equal  to  the  earnest  money  paid  by  them, 
and  also  his  half  of  the  next  payment,  and  this  money  was  by  them 
paid  over  and  applied  on  the  purchase  in  conformity  with  his  in- 
structiona  Plaintiff  thereafter  failed  and  refused  to  make  further 
payments,  and  defendants  completed  the  purchase  and  sold  the 
land  again  at  a  loss,  receiving,  however,  no  money  upon  such  sale, 
but  only  other  proi>erty  which  had  not»  when  the  action  was  com- 
menced, been  converted,  in  whole  or  in  part  into  money.  The  evi- 
dence tended  to  show  that  defendants  were  to  receive  from  the 
vendor  a  large  commission  on  the  sale,  but  had  falsely  stated  to 
plaintiff  that  no  commission  was  allowed  them  and  that  the  price 
agreed  on  was  the  rock-bottom  price.  Held,  that  plaintiff  could 
not  recover  from  defendants  the  money  paid  by  him,  as  money  had 
and  received  by  them  to  his  uae.  If  injured  by  any  fraud  or  deceit 
of  defendants,  his  action  should  be  founded  thereon. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Douglas 
county:  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Jo/m  Brermcmy  and 
oral  argument  by  Mr,  Brennun  and  Mr.  A.  L.  Sa/nhom. 

Frederick  H.  Remmgton^  for  the  respondents. 

PiNNBT,  J.  This  action  was  before  the  court  on  an  appeal 
by  the  defendants  from  a  judgment  rendered  therein  in 
favor  of  the  plaintiff  and  against  the  defendants  for  $1,023.33 
and  costs,  which  was*  reversed,  and  the  cause  remanded  for 
a  new  trial.  Blewett  v.  McRae^  88  Wis.  280,  where  the  case 
and  former  decision  are  fully  stated.  At  the  second  trial, 
after  the  conclusion  of  the  evidence,  judgment  of  nonsuit 
was  given  against  the  plaintiflf,  from  which  he  has  appealed. 
There  is  no  finding  of  facts,  and  but  few  of  the  facts  devel- 
oped on  the  second  trial  need  be  stated,  in  addition  to  those 
appearing  in  the  report  of  the  case  referred  to  (88  Wis.  280), 
in  order  to  reach  a  proper  disposition  of  this  appeal. 

The  complaint  alleges  simply  and  only  that  on  or  about 
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March  16,  1891,  the  defendants,  who  were  partners  and 
brokers  under  the  firm  name  and  style  of  Kelley,  Drexel  & 
Co.,  received  of  the  plaintiff  the  sum  of  $1,000,  to  the  plaint- 
iffs use ;  and  the  answer  is  a  general  denial.  It  appears  that 
the  plaintiff  and  the  defendants  agreed  to  become  jointly  in- 
terested in,  and  copurchasers  of,  the  four  lots  in  question, 
and  that  the  defendants  paid  the  earnest  money  upon  such 
purchase,  and  took  a  receipt  from  the  vendor,  Alex.  W. 
Sto we,  for  whom  they  were  acting  as  agents,  specifying  when 
the  subsequent  payments  were  to  be  made,  and  providing 
that,  in  case  of  default  in  any  payment,  said  earnest  money 
should  be  forfeited,  time  being  of  the  essence  of  the  con- 
tract; that  the  plaintiff  afterwards  paid  to  the  defendants, 
who  were  such  agents  of  the  vendor,  Stowe,  a  sum  to  equal 
or  to  balance  the  earnest  money  so  paid  by  them,  and  also 
his  half  of  the  next  payment  of  the  purchase  money,  and 
this  money,  by  the  plaintiff's  express  instructions,  was  so  ap- 
plied accordingly.  The  plaintiff  afterwards  failed  and  re- 
fused to  make  further  payments  of  purchase  money  as  they 
became  due,  and  the  defendants  completed  the  purchase, 
and  sold  the  land  again,  but  at  a  considerable  loss ;  receiving 
however,  no  money  upon  such  sale,  but  specific  parcels  of 
property,  which  had  not,  when  this  action  was  commenced, 
so  far  as  appears,  been  converted,  in  whole  or  in  part,  into 
money. 

Evidence  was  given  tending  to  show, —  and  such  was 
claimed  to  be  the  fact, —  that  the  defendants  had  an  agree- 
ment with  the  vendor,  Stowe,  but  concealed  from  the  knowl- 
edge of  the  plaintiff,  by  which  they  were  to  receive  a  com- 
mission upon  the  sale  they  were  thus  making  for  Stowe,  the 
vendor,  of  over  $1,000,  which,  as  between  them  and  Stowe, 
was  to  be  applied  on,  and  deducted  from,  the  last  cash  pay- 
ment, of  $3,300,  to  be  paid  by  the  purchasers  April  6,  1891. 
The  defendants  had  told  the  plaintiff  in  the  meantime,  and 
before  the  purchase  was  agreed  to,  that  the  vendor  was  not 
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allowing  any  commission  to  the  defendants  as  agents ;  that 
the  |8,800  agreed  on  was  the  rock-bottom  price  that  the 
property  could  be  bought  for.  The  evidence  was  that  the 
plaintiflf  had  no  notice  of  such  agreement  with  the  vendor 
for  a  commission  to  the  defendants  until  a  short  time  before 
the  last  trial;  and  this  fact  was  relied  on  as  showing  that  a 
fraud  was  committed  against  the  plaintiff,  which  entitled 
him  to  recover  against  the  defendants,  his  copurchasers,  the 
$1,000  he  had  so  paid  in  on  the  purchase. 

The  plaintiflf  and  defendant  were  copurchasers  of  the  prop- 
erty from  Stowe,  and  the  defendants  were  Stowe's  agents, 
and  the  $1,000  which  the  plaintiflf  remitted  to  them  from 
Fond  du  Lac,  and  for  the  recovery  of  which  he  now  sues  as 
paid  to  his  use,  was  paid  over  and  applied  upon  said  purchase 
strictly  in  conformity  with  the  instructions  of  the  plaintiflf 
at  the  time  it  was  remitted.  In  the  letter  inclosing  the 
draft  to  the  defendants  for  $1,000,  the  plaintiflf  wrote :  "  Here- 
with inclosed  find  draft  for  $1,000,  with  which  you  will  can- 
cel my  obligations  on  lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  block  202,  town  site  of 
West  Superior,  Wis.  ...  As  I  understand  matters,  one 
half  of  this  is  to  balance  your  earnest  money,  and  the  other 
half  is  to  pay  my  half  of  payment  due  March  19, 1891;  I 
controlling  one  half  interest  in  the  four  lots.'*  The  plaintiflf 
testified,  on  being  asked,  "  What  did  you  intend  or  what  did 
you  mean  by  balance ? "  "I  meant  that,  in  accordance  with 
the  agreement,  that  I  was  to  make  the  second  payment, 
which  was  to  balance  the  first  payment  made  by  the  firm, 
and  that  the  second  $600  was  to  pay  half  of  the  second  pay- 
ment. I  think  it  was  the  third  payment."  As  was  said 
when  the  case  was  here  on  the  former  appeal  (88  Wis.  284) : 
"  Beyond  question,  that  payment  gave  the  plaintiflf  an  equi- 
table interest  in  the  land,  which  he  might  have  enforced  had 
he  made  the  other  payments  as  he  had  agreed.  He  is  not 
here  seeking  to  enforce  the  contract  which  he  had  made,  nor 
to  enforce  or  obtain  any  share  or  payment  of  the  proceeds 
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for  which  the  lots  were  sold,  but  to  recover  back  the  money 
he  had  paid  on  the  contract,  which  he  was  unable  further  to 
perform,  and  therefore  refused  to  perforuL"  And  it  is  not 
shown  that  the  defendants  have  received  any  money  upon 
the  sale,  or  for  the  property  received  on  it.  The  evidence 
does  not  show,  therefore,  that  the  defendants  have  received, 
or  now  hold,  any  money  which  in  equity  belongs  to  the 
plaintiff,  unless  it  can  be  maintained  that  the  money  paid  by 
him  to  the  defendants  for  his  part  of  the  purchase  price  of 
the  lots,  and  to  the  payment  of  which  the  defendants  appro- 
priated it  by  his  ezpress  direction,  can  still  be  considered  as 
money  held  by  them  to  his  use.  The  plaintiff  has  done  noth- 
ing to  rescind  the  contract  of  purchase,  so  far  as  he  is  con- 
cerned. As  to  him,  its  provisions  still  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect,  and  he  received  the  benefit  that  it  was  expected 
and  contemplated  he  would  receive  from  its  payment.  Under 
these  circumstances,  we  think  that  he  cannot  maintain  this 
action  to  recover  the  money  thus  paid  over  and  appropri- 
ated. If  the  plaintiff  has  been  injured  in  consequence  of 
any  fraud  or  deceit  of  the  defendants  in  the  transaction,  he 
may  bring  his  action  founded  thereon,  and  recover  the  dam- 
age he  has  sustained.  We  think  the  nonsuit  was  rightly 
granted. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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OireuU  eourU:  Place  of  holding:  Taking  testimony  of  party  at  her  home: 
Immaterial  errors:  Hypothetical  questions:  Damages  for  personal 
injuries:  Mistakes  of  physician. 

1.  Although  our  statutes  do  not  expressly  require  the  circuit  court  to 
he  held  at  the  county  seat,  it  would  he  error  to  hold  it  elsewhere, 
except  in  oases  prescribed  by  statute. 
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2,  At  plaintiffs  request,  on  the  ground  that  she  was  unable  to  attend 
the  trial,  the  judge  and  jury,  with  the  sheriff  and  the  attorneys  of 
both  parties,  went  to  her  home  some  fifteen  miles  from  the  county 
seat,  and  she  there  testified  before  them  as  a  witness  in  her  own 
behalf  and  was  cros&examined  by  defendant's  attorney.  This  was 
done  against  the  objection  of  defendant's  attorney,  who  offered  to 
waive  notice  and  allow  plaintiff's  deposition  to  be  taken  in  the 
ordinary  way  and  read  on  the  trial  Held,  that  the  taking  of 
plaintiff's  testimony  in  this  manner  is  not  to  be  regarded  as  a  pro 
ceeding  had  in  open  court,  and  did  not  deprive  the  court  of  juris- 
diction or  nullify  its  judgment,  but  was  at  most  a  mere  irregularity 
which  did  not  affect  the  substantial  rights  of  defendant  and  should 
therefore  be  disregarded  on  appeaL    Babdeen,  J.,  dissents. 

8L  Allowing  the  plaintiff  in  an  action  for  personal  injuries  to  exhibit 
her  actual  condition  to  the  jury  by  lying  on  a  lounge,  with  her 
physician  attending  her,  when  her  testimony  was  taken,  and  allow- 
ing her  daughter  to  weej),  are  not  grounds  for  reversal  of  a  judg- 
ment in  her  favor. 

4  The  mere  fact  that  hypothetical  questions  put  to  a  medical  expert 
are  in  part  based  upon  his  personal  examination  and  knowledge 
does  not  make  them  objectionable. 

&  If  one  who  has  been  injured  through  the  negligence  of  another  exer- 
cises ordinary  care  in  the  selection  and  employment  of  a  physi- 
cian, the  mistakes  of  such  physician  will  not  preclude  the  recovery 
of  full  damages,  even  though  by  reason  of  such  mistakes  the  dam- 
age sustained  was  not  diminished  as  much  as  it  otherwise  should 
have  been. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Bock 
county :  John  R.  Bennett,  Circuit  Judge.    AJtrmed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Horace  MoElroyy 
attorney,  and  Wm,  Ruger^  of  counsel,  and  a  brief  in  reply  by 
F,  G,  Bwrpee^  attorney,  and  Wm,  Utiger,  of  counsel,  and  the 
cause  was  argued  orally  by  Mr.  JRuger  and  Mr.  Burpee. 
They  contended,  inter  alia^  that  the  testimony  strongly  tends 
to  show  that  plaintiffs  long-continued  suffering,  and  the  pres- 
ent diseased  condition  of  her  nervous  system,  are  attributa- 
ble to  the  negligence  or  unskilfulness  of  her  physician,  in 
failing  to  reduce  the  dislocation  of  her  ankle  at  the  proper 
time.    This  result  was  not  the  natural  and  proximate  se- 
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quence  of  defendant's  negligence.  Where  there  were  two 
antecedent  wrongs,  so  far  operative  that  if  either  had  been 
wanting  the  result  would  not  have  ensued,  the  law  looks  to 
the  immediate  or  nearest  of  such  causes,  and  regards  it  as 
the  proximate  and  sole  cause,  and  holds  the  wrong-doer  to 
whom  it  is  imputable  solely  responsible.  1  Suth.  Dam.  18- 
21;  6  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  6-10;  Wharton,  Neg. 
§§  87,  97, 134r-140;  Oooley,  Torts  (2d  ed.),  68-71;  Br(non  v. 
C.J  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  64  Wis.  342,  354-360;  Sheridcm  v. 
Bigdow,  93  id.  426;  BwrOeU  v.  Boston  O.  L.  Co.  117  Mass. 
533,  638,  539. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  FetJierSy  Jeffris, 
Fifidd  db  MovkU,  and  oral  argument  by  0.  JB.  FetJiera  and 
if.  O.  Jeffris.  To  the  point  that  the  charge  of  the  trial 
court  in  respect  to  mistakes  of  the  attending  physician  was 
correct,  they  cited  Loesetr  v.  Svmyph/reyj  41  Ohio  St,  378; 
Page  v.  Biccksportj  64  Me.  51 ;  Lyons  v.  Erie  R.  Co.  57  N.  Y. 
489;  Tuttte  v.  Fanrmingtony  58  N.  H.  13;  Stover  v.  Bluehilly 
51  Me.  439;  Bardwell  v.  Jamaioay  15  Vt.  438;  CoUins  v. 
Cov/ncU  Bhiffa,  32  Iowa,  324;  Rice  v.  Dea  Moines^  40  id.  638; 
Eastmcm  v.  Saribomj  3  Allen,  594 ;  Jfagel  v.  M.  P.  R.  Co.  75 
Mo.  654,  42  Am.  Eep.  418;  PuUman  Palace  Ca/r  Co.  v. 
Bluhnhj  109  111.  20,  50  Am.  Eep.  601 ;  Reed  v.  Detroit^  108 
Mich.  224;  McNamc^a  v.  CUntonmUej  62  Wis.  207. 

Cassodat,  0.  J.  This  is  an  action  to  recover  damages  for 
personal  injuries  sustained  by  reason  of  an  alleged  defective 
sidewalk  on  the  westerly  side  of  South  River  street,  in  Janes- 
ville,  about  1  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  of  October  18, 1893. 
Issue  being  joined  and  trial  had,  the  jury  returned  a  verdict 
in  favor  of  the  plaintiff,  and  assessed  her  damages  at  $5,000. 
From  the  judgment  entered  thereon  the  defendant  brings 
this  appeal. 

It  appears  from  the  record  that  after  the  cause  came  on 
for  trial.  May  17,  1897,  and  the  jury  had  been  sworn,  the 


160  SUPKEME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

Selleck  y&  The  City  of  Janesville. 

plaintiff's  counsel  stated  to  the  court,  in  substance,  that  the 
plaintiff,  who  resided  near  Evansville,  was  unable  to  attend 
the  trial  at  the  court  house,  and  asked  leave  to  take  her  tes- 
timony, and  requested  that  the  presiding  judge  and  the  jury 
be  present  at  her  home  at  the  taking  of  her  testimony;  that 
the  defendant  objected  to  such  request,  and  to  having  any 
part  of  the  cause  tried  away  from  the  court  house,  and  then 
offered  to  waive  any  objection  as  to  notice,  and  to  consent 
to  take  her  deposition  in  the  ordinary  way,  and  allow  it  to 
be  read  on  the  trial.  The  court,  however,  granted  the 
plaintiff's  request,  to  which  the  defendant  excepted;  and 
thereupon  the  presiding  judge  and  the  jurors  sworn  in  the 
case  were  taken  to  the  plaintiff's  home,  near  Evansville,  in 
charge  of  the  sheriff;  and  the  plaintiff  was  carried  into  their 
presence  upon  a  lounge,  and  was  sworn  and  testified  as  a 
witness  in  her  own  behalf  while  so  lying  upon  the  lounge 
and  being  administered  to  by  her  physician.  Error  is  as- 
signed  because  such  testimony  of  the  plaintiff  was  so  taken 
at  her  home,  in  the  presence  of  the  jurors  and  the  presiding 
judge,  instead  of  being  taken  in  the  court  house  in  Janes- 
ville. 

The  statute  provides  that :  ^'  Each  county  shall  at  its  own 
expense  provide  at  the  county  seat,  a  court  house,  .  .  . 
and  keep  the  same  in  good  repair.  Until  such  court  house 
be  provided  or  when  the  court  house  shall  from  any  cause 
become  unsafe,  inconvenient  or  unfit  for  holding  court,  the 
county  board  shall  appoint  some  other  convenient  building, 
at  the  county  seat,  for  that  purpose  temporarily;  and  such 
building  shall  then  be  deemed  the  court  house  for  the  time 
being  for  all  purposes."  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats,  sec.  656.  The 
statute  also  provides  that  whenever  it  shall  be  deemed  un- 
safe or  inexpedient  by  reason  of  certain  calamities,  therein 
mentioned,  to  hold  any  court  at  the  time  and  place  appointed 
therefor,  the  justices  or  judges  of  the  court  may,  by  an  order 
in  writing,  appoint  any'other  place  within  the  same  county, 
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and  any  other  time  for  holding  the  same;  and  the  said  ad- 
joomed  session  shall  be  taken  as  part  and  continuance  of 
the  term,  and  all  proceedings  in  the  conrt  may  be  continued 
at  the  adjourned  times  and  places,  and  be  of  the  same  force 
and  effect  as  if  the  court  had  continued  its  session  at  the 
place  it  was  holden  before  such  adjournment.  S.  &  B.  Ann. 
Stats,  sec.  2574. 

This  court  has  held  ^^  that  a  county  can  only  have  one 
county  seat,  and  that  the  court  house  must  be  at  the  county 
seat,  except  in  the  special  cases  prescribed,  when  from  neces- 
sity courts  may  be  temporarily  held  elsewhere."  Pepin  Co. 
V,  PrmdUy  61  Wis.  307.  To  the  same  effect,  Bo(vrd  of  Comm^rs 
of  WhUe  Co.  V.  Owm,  136  Ind.  562.  It  will  be  observed  that 
our  statute  does  not  expressly  require  the  circuit  court  to  be 
held  at  the  county  seat,  as  in  some  of  the  states  {Funk  v.  Car- 
roll Co,  96  Iowa,  158),  nor  as  required  of  the  county  courts 
in  this  state  (R  S.  1878,  sec.  2440).  If  evertheless  it  would 
certainly  be  error  to  hold  a  circuit  court  at  a  place  other 
than  the  county  seat,  except  in  cases  prescribed  by  statute. 
We  cannot  regard  the  proceeding  at  the  home  of  the  plaintiff 
as  being  taken  in  open  court,  although  it  must  be  regarded 
as  a  proceeding  in  the  action.  The  important  question  is 
whether  the  irregularity  in  the  manner  of  taking  the  plaint- 
iff's testimony  was  such  as  should  work  a  reversal.  There  is 
no  pretense  that  she  was  not  regularly  sworn  before  giving 
her  testimony,  nor  that  any  of  the  jurors  or  the  presiding 
judge  was  absent  during  any  portion  of  the  time  her  testimony 
was  being  taken,  nor  that  the  defendant's  counsel  did  not  have 
and  exercise  the  full  opportunity  to  cross-examine  her  at 
length.  The  proceeding  was  somewhat  similar  to  a  view  of 
"  the  premises  or  place  in  question,  or  any  property,  matter 
or  thing,  relating  to  the  controversy  between  the  parties," 
by  the  presiding  judge  and  jury,  which  a  trial  court,  in  a 
proper  case,  is  expressly  authorized  by  statute  to  order.  R.  S. 

1878,  sec.  2852.    While  we  may  not  be  willing  to  go  to  the 
Vol.100— 11 
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extent  of  some  courts  in  npholding  trials  and  adjudications 
had  outside  of  the  court  house,  yet  the  authorities  are  ample 
to  support  the  proposition  that  the  taking  of  the  plaintiff's 
testimony  in  the  manner  indicated  did  not  deprive  the  court 
of  jurisdiction,  nor  nullify  the  judgment,  but  was,  at  most, 
an  irregularity.  Le  Orange^ s  Leasee  v.  Ward,  11  Ohio,  257; 
Mohon  V.  Harhreader^  18  Kan.  383;  State  v.  Peyton^  32  Mo. 
App.  622;  Bates  v.  Sabin,  64  Vt  611;  JSeed  v.  State  (Ind. 
Sup.),  46  K  E.  Kep.  135. 

Being  a  mere  irregularity,  the  question  recurs  whether  it 
is  such  an  error  as  should  work  a  reversal.    The  statute  ex- 
pressly requires  this  court  to  disregard  any  error  in  the  pro- 
ceedings which  does  not  affect  the  substantial  rights  of  the 
adverse  party,  and  declares  that  no  judgment  shall  be  re- 
versed or  affected  by  reason  of  such  error.    E.  S.  1878,  sec. 
2829.    This  court  has  applied  that  statute  in  cases  too  numer- 
ous to  mention.    In  our  judgment,  the  substantial  rights  of 
the  defendant  were  not  prejudiced  or  affected  by  the  tak- 
ing of  the  plaintiff's  testimony  in  the  manner  indicated. 
The  theory  of  counsel  seems  to  b^  that  the  plaintiff's  appear- 
ance upon  the  lounge,  with  her  attending  physician,  may 
have  created  sympathy  on  the  part  of  the  jury ;  but  that  is 
just  as  likely  to  occur  in  any  case  where  the  injured  party 
appears  in  court  as  a  witness  upon  the  triaL    If  the  condi- 
tion and  appearances  of  such  party  are  genuine,  then  there 
is  no  good  reason  for  concealing  them.    If,  on  the  contrary, 
they  are  feigned,  then  the  jury  are  quite  likely  to  detect 
the  pretension;  and  so  the  influence  is  liable  to  operate 
against  the  party,  as  well  as  in  his  favor,  according  to  the 
facts.    We  must  hold  that  the  taking  of  the  plaintiff's  tes- 
timony in  the  manner  indicated,  although  irregular,  is  not 
reversible  error.    We  perceive  no  error  in  allowing  the 
plaintiff  to  exhibit  her  actual  condition  to  the  jury,  nor  m 
allowing  her  daughter  to  weep. 

Error  is  assigned  by  reason  of  exceptions  taken  to  certaii^ 
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hypothetical  questions  put  to  the  physicians.  These  ques« 
tions  are  lengthy.  It  is  enough  to  say  that  they  appear  to 
contain  nothing  bnt  what  is  supported  by  evidence.  Upon 
objection  being  made,  counsel  were  informed  that  if  there 
was  anything  as  to  the  plaintiff's  condition  not  embraced  in 
the  question,  and  the  defendant's  counsel  would  point  it  out, 
then  it  might  be  added,  but  nothing  additional  was  sug- 
gested. The  criticism  that  the  question  was  indefinite  is 
without  foundation.  The  mere  fact  that  the  questions  were 
in  part  based  upon  the  personal  exanunation  and  knowledge 
of  such  physicians  did  not  make  them  objectionable^  The 
roles  of  law  applicable  to  such  questions  have  frequently 
been  stated  by  this  court  in  cases  cited  by  the  respective 
counsel,  and  need  not  be  restated  here.  Quinn  v.  IligginSy 
63  Wis.  664;  Krmziger  v.  C.  <&  N.  W.  R.  Co.  73  Wis.  158; 
SmaUey  v.  Aj^leton^  76  Wis.  18 ;  Voshurg  v.  Putney ,  80  Wis. 
523;  Zoldoshe  v.  State,  82  Wis.  580;  ZouisviUej  N.  A.  <&  0. 
R.  do.  V.  Wood,  113  Ind.  544;  ZoimviUey  N.  A.  <&  G.  R.  Go. 
V.  Fdl/oey,  104  Ind.  409. 

Error  is  assigned  because  the  court  charged  the  jury  that: 
"  The  plaintiff  is  not  held  responsible  for  the  errors  or  mis- 
takes of  a  physician  or  surgeon  in  treating  an  injiury  received 
by  a  defect  in  the  street  or  sidewalk,  providing  she  exercises 
ordinary  care  in  procuring  the  services  of  such  physician. 
Where  one  is  injured  by  the  negligence  of  another,  or  by 
negligence  of  a  town  or  city,  if  her  damages  have  not  been 
increased  by  her  own  subsequent  want  of  ordinary  care  she 
will  be  entitled  to  recover  in  consequence  of  the  wrong 
done,  and  the  fuU  extent  of  damage,  although  the  phj^sician 
that  she  employed  omitted  to  employ  the  remedies  most  ap- 
proved in  similar  cases,  and  by  reason  thereof  the  damage 
to  the  injured  party  was  not  diminished  as  much  as  it  other- 
wise should  have  been."  Such  charge  is  certainly  supported 
by  authority  as  well  as  reason.  Loeser  v.  Humphrey,  41 
Ohio  St.  378 ;  ZouiaviOe,  N.  A.  (&  G.  R.  Go.  v.  Falvey,  104  Ind. 


1 

I. 
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411,  424;  Heed  v.  De^oit^  108  Mich.  224;  PuUmcm  Palace 
Car  Co.  V.  Bluhm,  10 J  HI.  20 ;  Bice  v.  Dee  Momea^  40  Iowa, 
638 ;  Stover  v.  BlueJiM^  61  Me.  489 ;  TutHe  v.  Fan'mmgton, 
68  IS.  H.  13 ;  Boynton  v.  SamerBworth,  58  N.  H.  321 ;  Lyons 
V.  Erie  B.  Co.  67  N.  Y.  489 ;  BardweU  v.  Jamaica,  15  Yt. 
438.  The  wrongdoer  may  well  anticipate  that  the  person 
injured  will  employ  a  physician  or  surgeon,  and  in  doing  so 
will  exercise  ordinary  care  in  making  the  selection;  but, 
where  that  is  done,  such  person  cannot  be  expected  to  as- 
sume the  re^)onsibility  of  the  very  highest  degree  of  skill. 
This  oourt  has  gone  so  far  as  to  hold  that,  "  where  personal 
injuries  result  proximately  from  negligence  or  other  tort, 
the  wrongdoer  is  liable  for  the  damages  actually  sustained, 
although  they  are  increased  by  a  tendency  to  disease  on  the 
part  of  the  person  injured."  McNama/ra  v.  CUMonviUe,  62 
Wis.  207. 

This  disposes  of  the  principal  errors  assigned.  Others  are 
mentioned,  but  they  are  not  such  as  require  particular  con- 
sideration. They  must  be  regarded  as  overrrded.  Certainly 
there  is  evidence  sufficient  to  sustain  the  verdict. 

By  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  cotirt  is  af- 
firmed. 

Bardeen,  J.  The  record  in  this  case  shows  that,  after  the 
trial  had  commenced,  at  the  request  of  plaintiff's  counsel  the 
judge,  the  attorneys  on  both  sides,  the  reporter,  together 
with  the  jury  and  the  sheriff,  left  the  court  house,  in  the  city 
of  Janesville,  and  proceeded  to  Evansville,  some  fifteen  miles 
away,  and  continued  court  proceedings  at  the  home  of  the 
plaintiff,  by  taking  her  testimony  in  the  same  manner  as 
though  present  in  court.  This  was  done  against  the  protest 
of  defendant's  counsel,  and  in  the  face  of  an  offer  by  them 
to  go  and  take  the  deposition,  waiving  any  objection  to  its 
use  at  the  trial.  The  majority  opinion  virtually  concedes  that 
court  proceedings  can  only  be  lawfully  had  at  the  place  duly 
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appointed  for  holding  snch  court.  While  there  is  no  express 
statutory  provision  saying  that  the  courts  shall  be  held  at 
the  county  seat,  the  fact  that  they  have  been  so  held  since 
the  state  was  organized,  and  the  further  fact  that  authority 
is  given  by  law  to  the  judge  to  appoint  some  other  place  to 
hold  court  than  the  place  usually  designated  therefor,  implies 
that  it  cannot  be  changed  except  for  the  causes  stated  in  the 
statute.  E.  S.  1878,  sec.  2574.  The  implication  thus  arising 
is  as  potent  and  binding  as  though  there  had  been  an  express 
prohibition  in  the  statute  against  the  itineracy  of  the  court. 
The  mischiefs  that  might  arise  from  permitting  a  court  to 
assume  a  vagrant  character,  and  to  travel  from  place  to 
place,  are  so  manifold  that  it  requires  no  argument  for  their 
demonstration.  It  needs  but  ihe  suggestion  of  the  fact  to 
bring  to  the  mind  a  panorama  of  trouble  that  might  follow, 
fatal  alike  to  the  rights  of  parties  and  to  the  dignity  of  the 
court. 

So  far  as  I  can  discover,  courts  have  uniformly  held  that 
the  acts  and  proceedings  of  a  court  outside  of  the  place  ap- 
pointed by  law  for  holding  the  same  are  void.  The  law  is 
so  stated  in  Board  of  Gomm^rs  of  White  Co.  v.  Owm,  136 
Ind.  562;  and  this  conclusion  is  in  harmony  with  good  sense 
and  sound  reason.  See,  also,  Williams  v,  Reutzely  60  Ark. 
155;  Fun^  v.  Ca/rroU  Co,  96  Iowa,  158.  I  desire  to  empha- 
size the  fact  that  such  proceedings  are  void,  as  distinguished 
from  irregularities,  because,  as  I  view  it,  this  court  has  mis- 
takenly  treated  the  procedure  of  the  trial  court  in  this  case 
as  a  mere  irregularity.  The  theory  upon  which  this  branch 
of  the  case  was  disposed  of  is  that  the  proceeding  of  the 
trial  court  amounted  simply  to  the  taking  of  the  deposition 
of  plaintiff, —  an  irregularity  or  error  in  discretion,  cured  by 
the  beneficent  provisions  of  sec.  2829,  R.  S,  1878.  This  con- 
clusion is  not  in  harmony  with  the  record.  The  testimony 
of  plaintiflf  was  taken  the  same  as  if  she  were  in  open  court 
at  the  proper  place,  but  in  fact  at  a  farm  house  more  than 
fifteen  miles  distant  from  the  county  seat.    There  is  no  pre- 
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tense  of  its  having  been  offered  as  a  deposition.  The  pro- 
ceeding was  nothing,  if  not  a  proceeding  in  court.  If  a 
deposition,  it  was  contrary  to  every  rule  of  procedure,  and 
inadmissible  against  defendant's  objection.  It  was  a  pro- 
ceeding contrary  to  every  rule  of  correct  practice,  prejudi- 
cial to  defendant's  rights,  and  derogatory  to  the  dignity  of 
the  court.  It  was  a  complete  departure  from  the  ordinary 
course  of  legal  procedure,  and  without  right  or  authority. 
If  the  proceeding  was  void,  it  cannot  be  cured  by  resort  to 
the  statute.  It  tinctured  the  whole  case  with  error  so  plain 
and  palpable  as  to  render  the  judgment  utterly  void.  Be- 
cause of  its.  flagrancy,  and  lest  it  become  a  precedent  for 
future  departures  from  correct  practice  by  trial  courts,  I 
desire  to  here  enter  my  protest  against  glossing  it  over  or 
excusing  it  as  an  irregularity. 


Halonb  and  another.  Respondents,  vs.  Gebth,  Appellant. 

^^^  086  May  9— June  BS,  1898. 

(1)  InstructioM  to  jury  as  to  eomments  of  cowMeL    QS)  Attorneys:  Uor 

bUity  for  mistakes, 

h  A  charge  that  the  jury  must  pay  no  attention  to  comments  on  the 
part  of  coimsel  or  of  the  court  is  held  not  a  material  error,  where^ 
in  immediate  connection  therewith,  the  court  charged  that^  in  ar- 
riving at  their  verdict,  the  jury  "  must  take  in  evidence  aU  the 
evidence  and  only  the  evidence; "  that  in  running  over  the  evi- 
,  dence  it  was  for  tiiem  to  say  what  weight  should  be  given  to  the 

testimony  of  each  witness;  and  that  they  were  the  judges  of  the 
candor  and  fairness  of  the  witnesses,  and  the  only  judges  as  to 
the  weight  that  should  be  given  to  the  testimony  of  each  of  the 
parties. 
Sl  If  an  attorney  is  fiairly  caxiacitated  to  discharge  the  duties  ordinarily 
incumbent  upon  one  of  his  profession,  and  acts  with  a  proper  de- 
gree of  attention,  and  with  reasonable  care,  and  to  the  best  of  his 
skiU  and  knowledge,  he  will  not  be  responsible  for  an  injury  to 
his  client  from  his  errors  or  mistake& 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  county  court  of  Dodge 
county:  C.  A.  Chbistiansen,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  in  justice's  court,  in  Dodge  county,  founded  on  an 
agreement  by  which  the  plaintiffs,  as  attorneys  at  law,  were 
to  foreclose  a  mortgage  held  by  the  defendant  against  John 
Vogt  and  wife,  and  for  which  plaintiffs  were  to  receive  $100, 
and  costs,  that  were  subsequently  taxed  at  $82.20.  It  was 
claimed  that  the  services  so  performed  were  reasonably  worth 
the  sum  of  $182.20,  for  which  judgment  was  demanded, 
with  interest  from  May  9,  1896. 

By  the  answer  as  amended  before  trial  in  the  county 
court,  to  which  the  case  was  appealed,  the  defendant  alleged 
that  the  contract  was  that  plaintiffs  should  do  the  work  in 
question  for  $100,  and  that  the  defendant  should  have  the 
taxable  costs.  By  way  of  defense,  it  was  set  up,  among 
other  things,  that  the  plaintiffs  agreed  to  do  the  work  in  a 
diligent  and  professional  manner,  and  had  failed  to  comply 
with  the  terms  of  said  contract  through  neglect  and  igno- 
rance of  their  profession,  by  commencing  the  foreclosure 
action  against  the  wrong  parties,  which  neglect,  etc.,  was 
not  excusable,  they  being  at  said  time  attorneys  admitted 
to  practice,  whereby  the  defendant  sustained  great  damage 
in  costs  and  the  loss  of  interest  on  her  mortgage  of  $4,500 
for  one  year ;  that  the  mortgagor  John  Vogt  shortly  before 
died,  in  Fond  du  Lac  county,  leaving  an  estate  therein  to  be 
probated,  and  that  it  was  a  part  of  the  duty  of  plaintiffs  to 
file  a  claim  for  this  defendant  against  said  estate  for  the 
purpose  of  collecting  therefrom  any  deficiency  that  might 
arise  and  be  owing  to  her  from  said  John  Vogt  or  his  estate 
upon  the  sale  of  the  mortgaged  premises ;  that  the  estate  of 
said  Vogt  was  solvent,  and  the  debts  which  were  filed 
against  the  same  were  paid  in  full ;  that  the  plaintiffs,  be- 
fore the  time  therefor  had  expired,  promised  and  agreed  to 
file  such  claim  of  the  defendant  as  a  part  of  their  duty  in 
protecting  her  interest  under  said  mortgage,  but,  neglecting 
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their  daty  as  aforesaid,  they  failed  to  file  such  claim,  and 
made  a  bid  for  the  mortgaged  premises  upon  the  sale  of 
$8,100,  which  was  $100  more  than  any  bid  anthorized  to  be 
made  by  them,  and  the  amount  due  upon  said  judgment  to 
this  defendant  at  the  time  of  the  sale  was  $8,292;  whereby 
the  defendant  was  damaged  in  the  sum  of  $292. 

The  defendant  further  alleged  that,  after  the  plaintiffs 
had  obtained  a  judgment  of  foreclosure,  the  farm  covered  by 
said  mortgage  was  vacated  and  left  unoccupied,  and  that 
the  plaintiffs,  acting  through  John,  O.  BacKhuher^  one  of  said 
plaintiffs,  promised  defendant  that  if  the  farm  was  vacated 
he  would  get  somebody  to  do  the  plowing  upon  it,  and  that 
the  defendant  relied  upon  said  BacKhvber  doing  so,  but,  al- 
though said  farm  was  vacated,  plaintiffs  failed  and  neglected 
to  have  any  one  do  the  plowing  or  any  part  thereof,  and 
none  was  done  upon  the  place  until  it  was  sold,  May  9, 1896, 
when  Bachhvher  bid  in  the  place  in  the  name  of  the  defend- 
ant, though  the  plowing  was  left  undone,  whereby  the  de- 
fendant was  damaged  in  the  sum  of  $500 ;  that  said  plaintiffs 
undertook  to  find  a  purchaser  for  said  farm,  and  that  numer- 
ous parties  who  desired  said  farm,  or  to  buy  said  judgment 
of  foreclosure  thereon,  saw  the  plaintiffs,  and  offered  the  sum 
of  $8,000  therefor,  but  they  neglected  their  duty  to  the  de- 
fendant in  the  premises,  and  wrote  to  her  saying  that  they 
could  get  for  the  claim  of  the  defendant  dear  $7,500,  or 
possibly  $7,600,  and  advised  her  to  accept  said  offer  as  being 
the  highest  they  could  get  for  it,  when  in  truth  and  in  fact 
they  had  been  offered  $8,000  therefor,  whereby  the  defend- 
ant suffered  other  damages  in  the  sum  of  $200 ;  that  plaintiffis 
claimed  to  have  employed  one  T.  J.  Hoey  to  act  as  guardian 
ad  litem  for  certain  minor  defendants  in  the  foreclosure  ac- 
tion, and  agreed  he  should  be  paid  $25  for  such  services ; 
that  the  said  Hoey  sued  the  defendant  for  his  fees,  and,  re- 
lying upon  the  advice  of  the  plaintiffs  and  her  own  attorneys^ 
^e  defended  the  action,  and  it  was  finally  settled,  and  she 
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paid  on  account  of  the  same  $50  to  him  and  for  expenses  in 
said  case,  by  reason  of  which  she  had  been  damaged  in  the 
sum  of  $50.  The  defendant  demanded  the  dismissal  of  the 
complaint,  and  that  she  recover  the  damages  as  above  stated. 

These  several  matters  were  pnt  in  issue,  and  the  case  came 
on  to  be  tried  before  the  court  and  jury.  It  appeared,  in 
brief,  that  the  plaintiffs,  attorneys  at  law,  foreclosed  a  mort- 
gage of  $4,500,  face  value,  for  the  defendant  on  certain  land» 
in  Fond  du  Lac  county,  got  judgment  of  foreclosure  for  $7,398, 
waited  a  year  after  they  had  judgment,  then  advertised  the 
land  for  sale,  and  sold  it  May  9, 1896,  obtaining  an  order 
confirming  the  sale,  and  the  deed  was  delivered  to  the  de- 
fendant, who  bid  it  in ;  that  they  bid  in  the  property,  at  her 
direction,  for  $8,100;  that  the  amount  due  on  the  judgment 
at  the  time  of  the  sale  was  about  $8,200.  The  testimony  of 
Mr.  Bachhvher^  one  of  the  plaintiffs,  was  that  he  did  this 
work  to  the  best  of  his  ability,  and  as  good  as  any  one  could 
do  it;  that  they  had  a  settlement  with  the  defendant,  when 
she  said  she  had  no  money  to  pay  the  sheriff  with,  to  whom 
$30.80  was  coming,  and  that  he  should  pay  it,  which  he  did; 
then  a  conversation  ensued  about  what  the  plaintiffs  were 
to  get,  and  it  was  settled  there  that  they  were  to  get  $182.20 
and  the  $30.80  which  they  had  paid  out,  and  that  she  paid 
back  that  $30.80;  that  the  only  agreement  that  he  made  was 
to  foreclose  the  mortgage  for  the  $100  that  was  stipulated 
therein,  if  it  would  include  the  taxable  costs ;  that  the  settle- 
ment was  after  the  work  had  been  done  and  the  deed  made 
out  to  her;  that  he  was  to  get  solicitor's  fees  and  costs  for 
the  work;  that  the  defendant  said,  if  the  property  would 
sell  for  more  than  the  amount  due  her,  she  would  give  them 
more,  but  if  it  did  not  sell  for  more  he  was  to  have  solicit- 
or's fees  and  costs  and  taxable  costs. 

There  was  testimony  given  concerning  an  alleged  failure 
to  make  certain  heirs  of  the  Vogt  estate  parties,  and  the 
delay  that  ensued  in  consequence  thereof;  that  other  attor- 
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neys  appeared  and  demurred  to  the  complaint ;  that  delay 
occurred  in  serving  the  amended  complaint,  and  also  in  ob- 
taining the  address  of  one  of  the  heirs,  which  it  seems  plaint- 
iffs used  proper  diligence  to  obtain;  that  delay  occurred  in 
obtaining  service  of  papers,  and,  notwithstanding  efforts  used 
for  that  purpose,  they  did  not  succeed  until  January  22, 1895 ; 
that  the  plaintiff  Bachhvher  informed  the  defendant  that  the 
plaintiffs  could  get  a  judgment  for  deficiency  by  giving  no- 
tice, but  she  would  not  have  it ;  that  the  court  was  not  then 
in  session;  that  she  did  not  want  to  delay  any  more,  because 
summer  was  coming  on ;  that  they  could  not  get  any  one  to 
do  the  plowing ;  that  the  defendant  was  living  in  California ; 
that  they  had  an  agreement  with  Mr.  Hoey  to  act  as  guard- 
ian ad  Utem,  and  agreed  to  pay  him  $25  for  his  services; 
that  some  of  the  minor  defendants  did  not  appear  and  ask 
for  a  guardian  ad  Utem  within  the  twenty  days  after  service, 
so  they  had  to  have  Hoey  appointed. 

The  judgment  roll  in  the  foreclosure  case  of  Aivna  C. 
Gerth  V.  Ma/rga/retha  Vogt  amd  others  was  put  in  evidence, 
and  it  appeared  that  the  taxable  attorney's  fees  in  the  case 
were  $98.73,  and  the  disbursements  $38.25.  There  was  a 
conversation  between  Mr.  Bachhvher  and  the  defendant, 
Mrs,  Gerth^  in  regard  to  the  fees  claimed,  in  the  neighbor- 
hood of  $180,  when  she  said  she  had  made  a  contract  with 
him  to  do  the  work  for  $100.  Mr,  Baclihvher  said  it  was 
customary  for  attorneys  to  take  the  taxable  costs.  Then 
she  replied  that  it  would  be  all  right  if  they  sold  the  farm 
to  somebody  else.  The  conversation  finally  came  down  to 
the  point  that  he  was  to  have  the  amount  of  about  $180, 
and  she  asked  him  how  much  she  owed  him.  He  made  out 
a  slip,  and  gave  it  to  her.  She  was  satisfied  when  he  gave 
her  the  slip.  They  did  not  have  words.  BachJiuber  further 
testified  that  the  $30.80  paid  by  him  to  Watson  as  sheriffs 
fees  was  not  taxed  as  a  part  of  the  judgment ;  that  he  told 
the  defendant  that  the  $25  he  was  to  pay  Hoey  he  would 
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pay  ont  of  his  fees,  and  she  could  pay  Hoey  and  deduct  it 
accordingly.'  The  defendant  testified  in  relation  to  the  vari- 
ous matters  mentioned,  and  that  she  never  agreed  to  pay 
him  taxable  costs  in  addition  to  solicitor's  fees;  that  he  said 
he  wonld  do  the  work  for  $100,  but  no  less ;  that  Hoey  sued 
her  for  $25,  because  he  did  not  get  his  pay  as  guardian  ad 
Utem  in  the  suit,  which  Bachhvher  had  promised;  that  she 
did  not  expect  to  get  anything  more  than  the  face  of  the 
mortgage  and  interest ;  that  she  made  a  bargain  with  Bachr 
hvher  to  pay  him  the  $100  mentioned  as  solicitor's  fees ;  that 
if  she  had  to  take  the  land  she  should  have  the  taxable  costs, 
and  would  not  expect  the  costs  if  the  land  was  sold  to  some- 
body else. 

At  the  close  of  the  testimony  the  defendant  moved  that 
a  verdict  be  directed  in  her  favor.    The  motion  was  denied. 

The  court  set  forth  in  its  charge  to  the  jury  the  respective 
contentions  of  the  parties,  and  said :  "  The  contract  as  to 
what  they  should  get  for  their  services  in  foreclosing  this 
mortgage  is  simply  a  question  of  fact  for  you  to  determine 
under  the  evidence ; "  that  when  a  contract  is  set  up  by  a 
party  to  an  action  it  was  his  duty  to  show,  by  a  preponderance 
of  evidence,  what' the  contract  was,  and,  if  the  other  party 
claims  that  the  contract  was  as  they  say  here,  the  burden  of 
proof  was  on  them.  "  It  is  for  you  to  determine  under  the 
testimony,  and  under  the  testimony  alone,  what  the  contract 
was  as  to  the  pay  that  they  should  receive  from  the  defend- 
ant for  the  services  rendered."  In  respect  to  the  counter- 
claim, the  court  charged  the  jury  that  "  an  attorney  must 
be  held  to  undertake  to  use  a  reasonable  degree  of  care  and 
skill,  and  to  possess  to  a  reasonable  extent  the  knowledge 
that  is  requisite  to  a  proper  performance  of  the  duties  of  his 
profession,  and,  if  injury  results  to  his  clients  from  a  lack  of 
such  knowledge  and  skill  or  from  a  failure  to  exercise  the 
same,  the  client  may  recover  damages  to  the  extent  of  the 
injury  sustained.    But,  on  the  other  side,  we  are  all  human 
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beings,  and  attorneys  also,  and  attorneys  are  not  responsi- 
ble for  errors  and  mistakes  that  they  make.  If  an  attorney 
is  fairly  capacitated  to  discharge  the  daties  ordinarily  in- 
cumbent upon  one  of  his  profession,  and  acts  with  a  proper 
degree  of  attention,  and  with  reasonable  care,  and  to  the 
best  of  his  skill  and  knowledge,  he  will  not  be  responsible." 
The  court  left  it  to  the  jury  to  say  whether,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  evidence  had  shown  them  that  plaintiffs  had 
done  their  whole  duty  in  pressing  this  suit  as  soon  as  they 
possibly  could  or  not,  and  charged  that,  if  they  had  done 
what  could  reasonably  be  expected  of  them,  the  jury  could 
not  assess  damages;  that  damages  could  be  assessed  only  if 
they  neglected  their  duty  in  doing  what  they  ought  to  have 
done  under  the  circumstances.  The  court  left  it  to  the  jury 
to  deduct  the  amount  paid  to  Hoey,  guardian  ad  litem^  up 
to  $25,  and  said  that  in  arriving  at  their  verdict  they  must 
take  the  evidence,  and  only  the  evidence.  Yarious  excep- 
tions were  taken  to  the  charge. 

The  jury  returned  a  verdict  in  favor  of  the  plaintiffs  for 
$184.20,  and  from  the  judgment  entered  thereon  the  defend- 
ant appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Giffm  <&  Suiherlcmdy 
and  oral  argument  by  D.  D.  Sutherlcmd. 

M.  Z.  Lueck^  for  the  respondents. 

PiNKET,  J.  We  think  that  it  cannot  be  maintained,  in 
any  fair  view  of  the  evidence,  that  the  defendant  was  en- 
titled to  have  a  verdict  directed  in  her  favor,  and  the  court 
rightly  refused  the  defendant's  request. 

Our  attention  has  been  directed  to  the  following  passage 
in  the  charge  of  the  court  to  the  jury  assigned  as  error: 
"  Now,  in  arriving  at  your  verdict,  gentlemen  of  the  jury, 
you  must  take  in  evidence  all  the  evidence,  and  only  the  evi- 
dence. You  must  pay  no  attention  to  comments  on  the  part 
of  counsel  in  this  case  or  of  the  court    And,  in  running 
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•over  the  evidence,  it  is  for  you  to  say  what  weight  shall  be 
given  to  the  testimony  of  each  person  that  has  been  on  the 
stand.  Yon  have  seen  them  yourselves;  you  have  seen  the 
way  in  which  they  testified ;  yon  are  the  judges  of  their 
candor  and  fairness;  and  yon  are  the  only  judges  as  to  the 
weight  that  shall  be  given  to  the  testimony  of  each  of  these 
parties."  No  proper  exception  appears  to  have  been  taken 
to  the  passage  complained  of.  The  charge  must  be  taken 
as  an  entirety,  and  judged  by  the  effect  it  was  likely  to  pro- 
duce as  a  whole.  We  cannot  say  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances, there  is  reversible  error  in  the  charge  in  respect  to 
paying  no  attention  to  comments  on  the  part  of  counsel  or 
the  court.  We  see  no  reason  to  suppose,  in  view  of  the  re- 
sult, that  the  defendant  was  prejudiced  by  it. 

The  court  set  forth  in  its  charge  to  the  jury  the  respect- 
ive contentions  of  the  parties,  and  said:  "The  contract  as  to 
what  they  should  get  for  their  services  in  foreclosing  this 
mortgage  is  simply  a  question  of  fact  for  you  to  determine, 
under  the  evidence."  The  principal  question  in  this  case  is 
whether  the  plaintiffs  used  reasonable  care  and  diligence,  as 
attorneys,  in  and  about  their  employment  by  the  defendant 
to  foreclose  her  mortgage,  in  conducting  the  business  with 
which  she  had  intrusted  them.  The  court  properly  instructed 
the  jury,  as  already  stated,  that  "  an  attorney  must  be  held 
to  undertake  to  use  a  reasonable  degree  of  care  and  skill, 
and  to  possess  to  a  reasonable  extent  the  knowledge  requi- 
site to  a  proper  performance  of  the  duties  of  his  profession, 
and,  if  injury  results  to  the  client  as  a  proximate  conse- 
quence of  the  lack  of  such  knowledge  or  skill,  or  from  the 
failure  to  exercise  it,  the  client  may  recover  damages  to  the 
extent  of  the  injury  sustained ;  but  we  are  all  human  beings, 
and  attorneys  are  not  responsible  for  errors  and  mistakes 
that  they  make.  If  an  attorney  is  fairly  capacitated  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  ordinarily  incumbent  upon  one  of  his  pro- 
fession, and  acts  with  a  proper  degree  of  attention,  and  with 
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reasonable  care,  and  to  the  best  of  his  skill,  he  will  not  be 
responsible.  He  must,  of  course,  act  toward  his  client  with 
integrity  and  honesty."  1  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  961, 
962.  This  statement  was  sufficiently  full  and  accurate  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  case,  and  to  enable  the  jury 
to  properly  appreciate  and  perform  their  duty  in  respect  to 
it.  The  facts  were  left  quite  fairly  and  broadly  by  the  court 
to  the  jury  as  to  what  the  contract  between  the  parties  was, 
and  what,  if  any,  damages  the  defendant  was  entitled  to, 
within  the  rule  of  liability  stated. 

A  good  many  considerations  of  a  technical  character  were 
urged,  which  do  not  require  particular  notice.  "So  material 
error  appears  to  have  intervened,  and  we  perceive  no  suffi- 
cient reason  for  disturbing  the  judgment. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  county  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


TJniok  National  Bank  or  Chicago,  Appellant,  vs.  Oeoss  and 

another,  Eespondents. 

May  £4  —  June  es,  1898. 

(1,  4)  Promissory  notes:  Extension  of  time  for  payment:  Pleading:  Deflr 
niteness.  (2)  Jurors:  Supplying  deficiency  in  panel:  Immaterial 
error.  (3,5)  Wrongful  attachment:  Claim  for  damages:  Pleading 
and  practice:  Measure  of  damages. 

1.  In  an  action  upon  promissory  notes,  an  answer  aUeging  that,  for  a 

valuable  consideration,  the  time  of  payment  had  been  extended 
beyond  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  action,  should,  on 
plaintiffs  motion,  have  been  made  more  definite  and  certain  by 
stating  whether  the  agreement  of  extension  was  in  writing,  what 
the  consideration  therefor  was,  and  when  it  was  paid. 

2.  A  deficiency  of  jurors  for  the  term  should,  under  sec.  2587,  R  S.  1878, 

as  amended  by  ch.  126,  Laws  of  1895,  be  supplied  by  drawing  names 
from  the  box  containing  the  names  of  petit  jurors  for  the  year;  but 
where,  in  such  a  case,  the  court  directed  the  summoning  of  jurors 
from  the  county  at  large,  and  the  only  objection  made  was  to  the 
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issuing  of  the  special  venire  to  the  coroner  instead  of  to  the  sheriff, 
and  there  is  nothing  to  show  that  the  party  objecting  was  injured 
by  the  method  adopted  for  filling  the  panel,  the  irregularity  is  not 
ground  for  reversal  of  the  judgment 

&  Sea  2747,  S.  &  R  Ann.  Stats.,  does  not  require  the  defendant  to  plead 
a  claim  for  damages  resulting  from  attachment  of  his  property,  but 
leaves  the  procedure  to  the  sound  discretion  of  the  court  The 
trial  of  the  issue  as  to  such  damages  together  with  the  main  issue 
in  this  case  is  hdd  not  to  have  been  an  abuse  of  discretion;  but  the 
better  practice,  it  is  said,  would  be  to  try  the  main  issue  first,  and 
then,  if  the  defendant  succeeda,  to  take  up  and  dispose  of  his  claim 
for  damages. 

4  An  oral  agreement  between  the  payee  and  the  makers  of  notes,  by 
which  the  latter  were  to  turn  over  to  the  payee  a  quantity  of  lum- 
ber and  logs,  and  were  to  saw  the  logs  into  lumber  at  once,  and  to 
sell  all  the  lumber  as  fast  as  they  could  in  the  usual  course  of  their 
business  during  the  following  year,  and  apply  the  proceeds  upon 
the  notes,  and  the  payee  was  to  extend  the  time  of  payment  of  the 
notes  until  they  could  be  so  paid  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  lumber, 
18  too  indefinite  and  uncertain  as  to  the  time  of  payment  to  consti- 
tute a  valid  extension.  Moulton  v.  Posten,  62  Wis.  169,  distin- 
g^uished. 

S.  Where  property  kept  for  use  and  not  for  sale — in  this  case  buildings, 
machinery,  eta,  used  in  manufacturing  lumber —  has  been  wrong- 
fully attached,  damages  may  be  recovered  for  the  loss  of  its  use 
and  for  any  injury  to  it  by  wear  or  tear  or  negligent  care  while  in 
the  hands  of  the  officer,  but,  in  the  absence  of  malice,  there  can  be 
no  recovery  for  supposed  loss  of  profits  from  the  interruption  of 
business,  nor  can  the  owners,  under  the  g^se  of  depreciation  in 
value,  recover  for  injuries  to  their  business,  credit,  and  reputation 
resulting  from  bankruptcy. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Douglas 
county:  A.  J.  Vinjb,  Circuit  Judge.    Heversed. 

This  is  an  action  to  recover  upon  promissory  notes  aggre- 
gating over  $31,000.  The  answer  admitted  the  execution  oi 
the  notes,  but  alleged  that  the  time  for  the  payment  of  the 
same  had  been  extended  for  a  valuable  consideration. 

The  defendants  were  manufacturers  of  lumber  at  two 
small  railway  stations,  called  Hawthorne  and  Holmes,  in 
Douglas  county,  Wisconsin.    At  the  time  of  the  commence- 


176  SUPEEME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN".        [100 

Union  National  Bank  of  Chicago  ya  Cross  and  another. 

ment  of  the  action  the  plaintiff  made  affidavit  for  attach- 
ment on  the  ground  that  the  defendants  were  nonresidents 
of  the  state,  and  the  sheriff  seized  upon  the  writ  a  large 
amount  of  personal  property,  consisting  of  sawmills  and 
other  buildings  upon  leased  land,  machinery,  lumber,  slabs, 
logs,  horses,  camp  outfits,  merchandise,  etc.,  amounting  to 
more  than  $30,000  in  value  by  the  inventory,  and  compris- 
ing practically  the  entire  plant  of  the  defendants  at  each  of 
their  sawmills. 

After  service  of  the  answer,  a  motion  was  made  in  due 
time  to  cause  the  answer  to  be  made  more  definite  in  cer- 
tain particulars,  which  motion  was  overruled,  and  the  plaint- 
iff excepted. 

The  case  was  tried  in  November,  1896,  the  question  of 
damages  upon  the  attachment  being  tried,  against  the  plaint- 
iff's objection,  with  the  main  issiie.  A  special  verdict  was 
rendered  by  the  jury  as  follows:  "  (1)  Did  plaintiff  extend 
the  time  of  payment  of  the  notes  upon  which  this  action  is 
brought?  A.  Yes.  (2)  If  you  answer  *Yes'  to  question 
numbered  one,  then  was  the  time  of  payment  extended  up 
to  and  including  November  20,  1895  ?  A.  Yes.  (3)  What 
sum  of  money  will  compensate  defendants  for  the  damages 
they  have  sustained  by  reason  of  the  attachment  proceed- 
inga  in  this  case?  A.  $18,550."  Upon  this  verdict,  judg- 
ment for  the  defendants  for  the  amount  of  damages  found 
by  the  jury  was  rendered,  and  the  plaintiff  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Dickinson^  Ken- 
nedy  <&  Graha/m^  and  oral  argument  by  S,  N,  Dickinson, 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  W,  J.  Tv/mer 
ajid  lioss^  Jhoyer  <&  Homitch^  and  oral  argument  hj  Mr. 
Turner  and  Mr.  W.  D.  Dwyer. 

WiNSLow,  J.  The  points  made  by  the  appellant  will  be 
considered  in  their  natural  order. 

1.  The  action  was  upon  promissory  notes.    The  defense 
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was  that  the  time  of  payment  had  been  extended.  The 
allegation  of  the  answer  setting  up  the  extension  was  as  fol- 
lows :  "  These  defendants,  further  answering  said  complaint, 
allege  that  a  short  time  prior  to  the  commencement  of  this 
action  the  said  plaintiff,  for  a  valuable  consideration  paid  to 
it  by  the  said  defendants,  did  extend  the  time  of  payment 
on  each  of  the  said  notes,  and  that  there  was  nothing  due  to 
said  plaintiflf  upon  any  of  said  notes  at  the  time  of  the  com- 
mencement of  this  action,  for  the  reason  that  the  term  of 
credit  .extended  to  the  said  defendants  upon  said  note  had 
not  expired  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  said 
action."  Timely  motion  was  made  by  the  plaintiff  to  re- 
quire the  answer  to  be  made  more  definite  and  certain  by 
stating  whether  the  agreement  of  extension  was  in  writing, 
what  the  consideration  for  the  agreement  was,  and  when 
it  was  paid,  but  the  motion  was  overruled.  We  think  the 
motion  should  have  been  granted.  The  plaintiff  was  clearly 
entitled  to  know  the  nature  and  terms  of  the  alleged  agree- 
ment of  extension,  in  order  that  it  might  be  ready  to  meet 
the  proof  offered  upon  the  trial.  Heady  v,  Som/mery  37  Wis. 
265.  As  this  judgment  must  be  reversed  for  other  reasons 
affecting  more  closely  the  merits  of  the  litigation,  it  is  not 
necessary  to  decide  whether  the  denial  of  the  motion  alone 
would  necessarily  require  reversal  of  the  judgment,  but  it  is 
sufficient  to  say  that  the  motion  should  have  been  granted. 
2.  A  question  is  raised  as  to  the  impaneling  of  the  jury. 
The  case  was  tried  in  November,  1896,  at  an  adjourned  ses- 
sion of  the  August  term.  At  the  time  of  the  adjournment 
one  juror  only  had  been  retained.  When  court  met  in  No- 
vember this  case  was  called,  and  the  defendants  claimed  that 
there  had  been  an  oral  stipulation  that  the  coroner  should 
summon  the  jury,  but  this  was  denied  by  the  plaintiff's  at- 
torneys; whereupon  the  court  asked  them  if  they  had  any 
personal  objection  to  the  coroner  summoning  the  jury  ex- 
cept that  it  was  out  of  order,  to  which  they  replied,  "  No, 
Vol.100  — 12 


178  SUPREME  COUET  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

Union  National  Bank  of  Chicago  v&  Cross  and  anbther. 

sir;  no  personal  reason."  Thereupon  the  conrt  made  an 
order  reciting  that  the  slieriflf  had  such  interest  in  the  case 
that  he  was  an  improper  person  to  select  jurors,  and  ordered 
that  a  special  venire  issue  to  the  coroner,  and  to  this  order 
plaintiff  excepted.  A  special  venire  was  then  issued  to  the 
coroner,  directing  him  to  summon  twenty  good  and  lawful 
men  to  serve  as  petit  jurors  for  the  term.  The  coroner 
obeyed  the  command,  and  summoned  twenty  jurors,  and 
from  the  panel  so  obtained  a  jury  was  called  for  the  case, 
and,  after  several  challenges,  was  sworn  and  acted  without 
further  objection.  It  is  now  claimed  by  the  plaintiff  that 
the  deficiency  of  jurors  should  have  been  supplied  by  draw- 
ing the  names  from  the  box  containing  the  names  of  petit 
jurors  for  the  year,  under  E.  S.  1878,  sec.  2537,  as  amended 
by  ch.  126,  Laws  of  1895,  instead  of  obtaining  them  in  the 
manner  adopted. 

Doubtless  the  position  so  taken  is  right.  The  statutes  gov- 
erning the  subject  —  E.  S.  1878,  sec.  2537  (as  amended  by 
ch.  126,  Laws  of  1895),  and  sec.  2538  —  very  clearly  provide 
two  different  methods  of  obtaining  additional  jurors  during 
the  term  to  meet  two  different  contingencies :  (1)  When  there 
is  an  entire  absence  of  jurors,  or  when  the  regular  panel  is 
deficient  in  numbers,  then  the  deficiency  is  to  be  supplied 
by  drawing  names  from  the  box  containing  the  names  of 
petit  jurors  for  the  year,  and  these  jurymen,  when  summoned, 
become  jurors  for  the  remainder  of  the  term;  (2)  when,  how- 
ever, it  is  not  necessary  to  fill  up  the  panel  of  jurors  for  the 
term,  but  when  on  account  of  challenges,  or  perhaps  on  ac- 
count of  one  or  two  trial  juries  being  engaged  in  the  jury 
room,  it  becomes  impossible  to  obtain  enough  jurors  from 
the  panel  in  attendance  to  try  a  given  cause,  then  the  court 
may  require  an  officer  to  call  from  the  bystanders  or  sum- 
mon from  the  county  at  large  enough  talesmen  to  complete 
the  panel  ybr  stuih  trial,  and  these  men,  when  summoned  and 
accepted,  become  jurymen  for  that  case  only,  and  not  for  the 
term. 
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In  the  present  case  there  was  a  deficiency  of  jurors  for 
the  term,  and  the  attempt  was  made  to  partially  fill  the 
panel,  and  so  the  venire  states  that  the  twenty  men  are  to 
he  summoned  to  serve  as  petit  jurors  at  the  August  term, 
and  hence  the  case  fell  within  the  first  contingency  above 
named,  and  the  names  should  have  been  drawn  from  the 
box.  However,  no  such  objection  was  at  any  time  made  by 
the  plaintiff.  The  only  objection  made  seems  to  have  been 
an  objection  to  the  coroner's  summoning  the  jury  instead  of 
the  sheriff;  certainly  the  attention  of  the  court  was  in  no 
way  called  to  the  claim  now  made.  Sec.  2881,  E.  S.  1878, 
provides  that  a  verdict  shall  not  be  set  aside  for  irregularity 
in  summoning  or  impaneling  the  jury  unless  the  party  was 
injured  by  the  irregularity,  or  unless  the  objection  was  made 
before  the  return  of  the  verdict.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
case  to  show  that  the  plaintiff  was  injured  by  the  method 
adopted  in  this  case,  and  the  objection  was  not  made  before 
the  return  of  the  verdict ;  hence  the  judgment  cannot  be  re- 
versed on  this  ground. 

3.  The  answer  contained  no  claim  by  the  defendants  for 
damages  resulting  from  the  attachment,  nor  was  any  writ- 
ten claim  made  therefor,  but  the  defendants  were  allowed, 
against  objection,  to  introduce  evidence  on  the  subject,  in 
connection  with  the  evidence  on  the  main  issue  of  extension 
of  the  time  of  credit,  and  both  issues  were  thus  tried  to- 
gether. It  is  claimed  that  this  was  erroneous,  and  that  the 
claira  should  be  made  by  pleading,  so  that  the  plaintiff  may 
be  apprised  before  trial  of  what  he  has  to  meet;  or,  if  this 
be  not  necessary,  then  it  is  claimed  that  the  question  of 
dajuages  should  not  be  tried  until  the  main  issue  has  been 
settled  by  the  jury.  There  is  certainly  much  force  in  the 
argument  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff's  claim.  It  seems  but  fair 
that  he  should  know  before  proceeding  to  trial  on  the  main 
issue  that  he  will  be  called  upon  also  to  meet  a  claim  for 
damag'es,  and  it  may  well  be  that  the  introduction  of  a  large 
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mass  of  testimony  on  the  question  of  damages  would  seri- 
ously interfere  with  a  fair  consideration  by  the  jury  of  the 
question  on  the  main  issue.  We  have  been  referred  to  no 
decision  settling  the  practice  in  such  cases,  nor  does  the 
statute  lay  down  any  fixed  mode  of  procedure.  The  statute 
on  the  subject  (sec.  2747,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.)  says:  "If  on 
the  trial  of  the  action  the  jury  find  for  the  defendant,  or  the 
plaintiff  be  nonsuited,  they  shall  specially  assess  the  dam- 
ages sustained  "  by  reason  of  the  taking  and  detention  of 
the  property  attached,  etc.  This  language  certainly  does 
not  indicate  that  a  formal  pleading  is  required,  but  rather 
that  the  plaintiff  must  be  ready  to  meet  a  claim  for  damages 
when  he  goes  to  trial.  Doubtless  the  procedure  is  design- 
edly left  to  the  sound  discretion  of  the  trial  court,  which  is 
not  subject  to  review  except  where  it  appears  that  the  dis- 
cretion has  been  abused,  and  we  cannot  say  that  such  ap- 
pears to  be  the  case  here.  It  seems  proper  to  say,  however, 
that,  for  reasons  which  must  be  apparent  to  all,  the  better 
practice  would  be  to  try  the  main  issue  first,  and,  if  then  the 
plaintiff  succeeds,  there  will  be  no  necessity  for  a  long  and 
expensive  trial  of  the  question  of  damages,  nor  will  the 
main  question  be  obscured  or  confused  by  entirely  imma- 
terial testimony;  while,  if  the  defendant  succeeds,  the  trial 
of  the  claim  for  damages  c^  be  immediately  taken  up  and 
disposed  of. 

4.  We  proceed  now  to  the  main  question  in  the  case,  namely, 
whether  the  evidence  justifies  the  verdict  to  the  effect  that 
there  was  a  valid  and  binding  agreement  of  extension  of  the 
time  of  payment  of  the  notes  in  suit.  It  appears  from  the 
evidence  that  the  defendants  owed  the  plaintiff  bank  $40,000 
on  the  22d  day  of  May,  1895,  and  then  gave  the  plaintiff 
security  therefor,  in  the  form  of  a  bill  of  sale  to  one  Perley 
Lowe,  who  held  it  for  the  bank,  on  7,500,000  feet  of  logs  in. 
the  river  at  Hawthorne,  mixed  with  other  logs  of  the  defend- 
ants, and  immediately  afterwards  secured  an  additional 
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thirty-day  loan  of  $15,000  from  the  bank.  Prior  to  October 
29, 1895,  the  defendants  had  paid  $7,500  upon  the  debt,  and 
at  that  time  some  negotiations  were  had  between  the  parties 
with  reference  to  granting  further  time  for  payment,  but 
the  parties  differ  as  to  what  was  agreed  upon.  The  defend- 
ants claim  that  it  was  then  agreed  that  the  defendants  should 
turn  over  to  the  bank  4,000,000  feet  of  lumber  at  Hawthorne, 
valued  at  $8  per  M.,  and  $15,500  worth  of  logs  in  the  river 
at  the  same  place,  which  they  were  immediately  to  saw  into 
lumber  and  pile  in  the  yard,  all  of  which  lumber  they  were 
to  sell  to  their  customers,  in  the  usual  course  of  business, 
during  the  year  1896,  and  apply  the  proceeds  to  the  payment 
of  plaintiffs  notes;  that  they  were  also  to  turn  over  to  the 
plaintiff  insurance  policies  on  the  lumber  then  in  the  yard 
to  the  amount  of  $32,000;  and  that,  in  consideration  of  this 
new  agreement,  the  time  of  payment  of  the  notes  was  orally 
extended  until  they  could  be  paid  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
lumber.  On  the  other  hand,  the  plaintiff  claims  that  there 
were  negotiations  pending  for  extension  of  the  time  of  pay- 
ment of  the  notes,  and  that  there  were  certain  conditions  to 
be  complied  with  on  the  part  of  the  defendants  with  regard 
to  the  release  of  another  claim  upon  part  of  the  lumber  which 
were  never  complied  with,  and  that  in  fact  no  agreement  of 
extension  was  ever  consummated. 

The  radical  diflBculty  with  the  defendants'  claim  is  that, 
conceding  all  their  testimony  to  be  true,  there  is  no  agree- 
ment shown  to  extend  the  time  of  payment  to  any  definite 
and  certain  time.  The  notes  which  are  claimed  to  have 
been  extended  were  not  taken  up.  They  were  all  payable 
at  definite  times,  and,  in  order  to  extend  them,  it  is  plain 
that  there  must  have  been  a  binding  agreement  made,  chang- 
ing them,  and  extending  the  time  of  payment  to  some  other 
definite  and  fixed  time.  Mere  giving  of  time  indefinitely 
will  not  avail.  Brandt,  Suretyship  &  G.  (2d  ed.),  §  344. 
That  the  supposed  extension  of  time  here  was  to  the  last 


182  SUPEEME  COUET  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

Union  National  Bank  of  Chicago  v&  Cross  and  another. 

degree  indefinite  and  uncertain,  and  incapable  of  being  re- 
duced to  certainty,  is  very  clear  from  the  evidence  of  the 
defendants  themselves.  Mr,  Badger^  who  principally  con- 
ducted the  negotiations  for  the  defendants,  describes  the 
arrangement  as  follows:  "^.  Tou  may  state  what  was  said 
and  done  between  you  and  Mr.  O'Dell  at  that  interview 
with  reference  to  the  indebtedness.  A.  Well,  there  was 
quite  a  little  conversation.  Mr.  O'Dell,  among  other  things, 
said  that  we  had  not  paid  him  quite  as  fast  as  he  expected, 
and  he  wanted  the  matter  now  put  in  shape.  He  wanted  to 
know  if  we  had  finished  sawing,  and  then  he  wanted  thirty- 
two  thousand  dollars'  worth  of  lumber  turned  over  to  the 
bank,  and  thirty-two  thousand  dollars'  worth  of  insurance, 
and  the  logs  in  the  pond  at  Hawthorne  for  the  sum  of  fifteen 
thousand  five  hundred  dollars,  and  I  agreed  to  it.  I  told 
him  that  we  would  do  it,  and  we  did  so.  There  was  a  claim 
upon  this  lumber  at  the  time  we  turned  it  out  to  the  Union 
National  Bamlc.  We  had  given  a  bill  of  sale  to  McElwee  & 
Carney.  Mr.  O'Dell  said  that  he  would  want  the  lumber 
clear  from  the  bill  of  sale  to  McElwee  &  Carney,  and  said 
that  he  knew  that  McElwee  &  Carney  were  willing  to  re- 
lease the  bill  of  sale  on  the  lumber  and  take  stumpage, 
and  he  wanted  me  to  get  them  to  do  so,  which  I  did.  He 
wanted  us  to  close  it  up  as  soon  as  possible.  He  said  that 
he  wanted  it  done  right  oflf.  Mr.  O'Dell  said  he  thought  it 
would  be  fair  to  take  the  lumber  at  nine  dollars  a  thousand, 
and  he  got  a  paper,  and  made  a  memorandum,  figuring  how 
much  it  would  take  at  nine  dollars  a  thousand.  I  told  him 
we  had  been  shipping  out  of  the  stock  right  along;  that  the 
good  lumber  was  sold.  There  was  quite  a  little  of  what 
was  called  ^No.  4  boards,'  and  the  balance, —  I  thought,  four 
million  feet, —  at  eight  doUars  a  thousand,  would  be  about 
right.  He  made  a  memorandum  of  that.  I  have  the  mem- 
orandum, and  this  paper  is  the  memorandum  made  by  him. 
Q.  Was  anything  said  between  you  and  him  at  that  time  as 
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to  what  the  figures  represented, —  that  is,  did  he  make  any 
statement  as  to  what  the  figures  were  for?  A.  Yes,  sir;  in 
substance,  that  was  all  that  was  said, —  that  he  would  rec- 
ommend that  the  bank  give  us  an  opportunity  to  get  the 
money  out  of  the  lumber  and  logs  to  pay  the  bank.  .  .  . 
In  reference  to  the  selling  of  the  lumber  in  the  future,  Mr. 
O'Dell  said  he  thought  we  could  sell  the  lumber  better  than 
anybody,  and  he  wanted  us  to  continue  distributing  it  to 
oar  regular  trade,  and  make  payments  to  him,  and  if,  at  any 
time,  that  arrangement  proved  unsatisfactory,  he  would 
make  some  other  arrangement,  but  for  the  present  that 
should  stand.  He  did  not  want  to  anticipate  any  change 
until  it  became  necessary.  After  Mr.  Lowe  was  at  Haw- 
thorne the  bank  sent  a  young  man  there  by  the  name  of 
Eeed.  He  is  there  yet,  I  believe.  He  was  to  act  as  custo- 
dian for  any  logs  and  lumber  that  the  Union  National  Bank 
was  interested  in  at  Hawthorne  in  the  name  of  Perley  Lowe. 
At  the  time  the  bill  of  sale  was  given  in  May,  1895,  that  ar- 
rangement was  made,  and  Mr.  Keed  went  to  Hawthorne  in 
May,  1895,  and  remained  there  ever  since.  •  .  .  In  this 
contract  extension  there  was  a  particular  time  mentioned  as 
to  when  these  notes  were  extended.  The  time  they  were 
extended  was  as  soon  as  the  lumber  could  be  shipped  during 
the  year  1896;  there  was  no  definite  understanding  as  to  the 
date  of  the  time  when  they  were  extended  more  than  it  was 
to  be  shipped  this  year  of  1896.  We  were  to  commence 
shipping  in  the  spring,  as  fast  as  we  could." 

The  defendant  Gross  testifies  as  follows  as  to  the  agree- 
ment: "  Mr.  O'Dell  said  he  simply  wanted  thirty-two  thou- 
sand dollars'  worth  of  lumber,  and,  if  there  was  more  than 
thirty-two  thousand  dollars'  worth  of  lumber,  that  that 
should  be  considered  as  ours,  to  use  in  our  regular  business, 
and  the  balance  due  was  to  be  carried.  The  fifteen  thou- 
sand five  hundred  dollars  was  to  be  carried  until  the  logs 
could  be  converted  into  lumber  that  were  in  the  stream. 
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There  was  conversation  in  regard  to  how  the  thirty-two 
thousand  dollars'  worth  of  lumber  was  to  be  handled  in 
order  to  sell  it.  Mr.  O'Dell  said  that  he  wanted  to  sell  the 
lumber,  and  arrangements  should  be  made  as  to  how  it 
might  be  handled,  in  detail,  upon  Mr.  Lowe's  return.  Mr. 
Badger  and  myself  both  stated  to  him  that  we  wanted  the 
bank  to  feel  that  the  money  received  from  the  lumber  would 
be  accounted  for  to  them,  and  we  told  them  that  if  they 
wanted  to  put  a  bookkeeper  in  our  office,  in  their  employ^ 
to  keep  track  of  this  part  of  the  business,  they  could  do  so. 
"We  were  willing  to  arrange  it  in  any  way  that  would  be 
satisfactory  to  him.  I  think  that  was  the  substance  of  the 
conversation.  Mr.  O'Dell  stated  that  that  should  be  ar- 
ranged upon  Mr.  Lowe's  return,  in  detail,  satisfactory  to 
him.  I  think  that  was  the  substance  of  the  conversation. 
There  was  something  said  about  how  the  money  was  to  be 
applied  on  the  notes.  As  fast  as  received  and  turned  over 
to  the  bank  it  was  to  be  applied  on  the  notes  that  we  were 
owing  the  bank,  and  as  soon  as  a  note  was  paid  that  note 
was  to  be  returned  to  us.  .  .  .  The  arrangement  about 
the  bank  taking  this  lumber,  and  how  we  were  to  sell  it  and 
account  for  it,  was  talked  over.  It  was  understood  that  the 
details  were  to  be  arranged  as  to  how  we  were  to  sell  and 
handle  it  after  Mr.  Lowe  and  Mr.  Badger  returned  from 
Hawthorne,  and  it  was  understood  that  after  they  returned 
an  arrangement  would  bo  made  in  reference  to  selling  and 
accounting  for  the  lumber,  what  was  to  be  done  with  the 
proceeds,  and  how  applied  on  our  notes.  It  was  said  that 
the  notes  were  to  be  carried,  the  time  extended  until  this 
property  could  be  sold  and  realized  on  and  the  proceeds  ap- 
plied to  the  payment  of  the  notes.  I  cannot  tell  who  used 
the  word  '  extension  of  time '  or  '  extended.'  That  is  the 
way  I  understood  the  conversation  there.  I  think  the  words 
were  used  by  Mr.  O'Dell  and  Mr.  Lowe.  I  cannot  state  the 
conversation,  word  for  word.     The  substance  of  the  conver- 
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satioa  was  that  the  money  was  to  be  applied  on  the  pay* 
ment  of  the  notes,  and  the  notes  were  to  be  held  until  this 
lumber  was  sold, — until  the  logs  were  sawed  out  the  next 
season,  and  the  lumber  sold,  and  the  proceeds  received  from 
them  to  apply  to  the  notes ;  that  thirty-two  thousand  dol- 
lars, being  on  lumber  in  the  yard,  of  course  to  be  paid  first, 
and  the  other  would  run  along  until  late  the  next  year,  until 
that  lumber  was  sawed  and  dried.  Ko  definite  time  was 
mentioned  that  the  notes  were  extended  to.  Nothing  in 
regard  to  the  period  of  time  mentioned,  except  that  it  was 
understood  that  it  would  be  possibly  May  or  June,  1896." 

Upon  this  evidence  it  is  entirely  certain  that  no  agreement 
extending  the  time  of  payment  to  any  definite  time  was  ever 
made.  This  is  not  such  a  case  as  that  of  Moulton  v.  Posten^ 
52  Wis.  169,  where  an  agreement  to  extend  payment  until 
after  "  threshing  time  "  was  held  a  sufficiently  definite  and 
certain  time  of  year  to  give  the  contract  validity  and  bind 
the  creditor.  The  agreement  here  (if  any  was  made)  was 
that  the  defendants  were  to  continue  selling  the  lumber  as 
fast  as  they  could,  in  the  regular  course  of  business,  and  make 
payments  from  the  proceeds.  There  is  no  possible  way  of 
determining  when  this  could  be  accomplished,  and  hence  the 
supposed  agreement  is  too  vague  and  uncertain  to  be  enforced. 

5.  An  important  question  is  raised  as  to  the  measure  of 
damages.  As  indicated  in  the  statement  of  the  case,  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  property  levied  upon  consisted  of  saw- 
mill and  planing-mill  buildings  and  machinery  (which  were 
personal  property  because  situated  upon  leased  land),  together 
with  boom  chains  and  sticks  and  other  property  necessary 
for  use  in  and  about  the  mills.  The  defendants  placed  tlie 
value  of  this  property,  prior  to  the  levy  of  the  attachment, 
at  from  $31,500  to  $34,000,  and  testified  that  the  deprecia- 
tion in  the  value  thereof  by  reason  of  the  attachment  was 
from  $27,000  to  $31,000.  It  does  not  appear  that  the  prop- 
erty had  been  damaged  after  the  levy  by  wear  and  tear  or 
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in  any  manner,  but  the  witnesses  based  their  estimates  of  de- 
preciation principally  upon  the  fact  that  the  business  was 
stopped.  The  witness  Badger  testified  that  the  machinery 
was  as  good  as  before,  but  that  the  moment  the  attachment 
was  levied  fifty  per  cent,  of  the  value  was  taken  oflP,  because 
it  was  a  bankrupt  institution ;  that  it  was  damaged  fifty  per 
cent,  because  it  was  a  bankrupt  stock,  and  because  the  repu- 
tation  of  the  concern  was  injured.  The  witness  Gross  testi- 
fied substantially  to  the  effect  that  the  next  day  after  the 
attachment  the  property  was  not  worth  within  fifty  per  cent, 
of  what  it  was  the  day  before,  by  reason  of  the  destruction 
of  the  business,  and  that  he  estimated  the  depreciation  upon 
the  fact  that  the  property  had  been  attached,  and  also  by 
reason  of  the  general  depression  in  all  business,  and  especially 
in  the  lumber  business,  during  the  time  since  the  attachment 
was  levied. 

The  charge  of  the  court  is  not  preserved  in  the  bill  of  ex- 
ceptions, but  the  verdict  was  based  upon  estimates  of  this 
character,  and  the  question  is  raised,  by  objections  taken  to 
the  evidence,  whether  such  estimates  form  a  proper  basis  for 
damages.  In  case  of  a  wrongful  levy  upon  a  stock  of  goods 
kept  for  sale,  which  are  afterwards  returned  to  the  owner, 
he  may  recover  as  part  of  the  damages  any  depreciation  in 
the  value  of  his  goods  during  the  time  they  are  held.  Ander- 
son V.  Sloane,  72  Wis.  566;  Beveridge  v.  Wdch^  7  Wis.  465. 
The  reason  is  plainly  because  the  goods  are  kept  for  the  pur- 
pose of  sale,  and,  had  they  not  been  seized,  they  might  have 
been  sold  at  their  value  when  seized ;  hence  the  depreciation 
in  value  may  be  properly  said  to  be  a  reasonable  and  certain 
element  of  damages.  But  when  property  kept  for  use,  and 
not  for  sale,  is  attached,  the  reason  no  longer  holds  good,  be- 
cause there  is  no  presumption  that  the  property  would  or 
could  have  been  sold,  but  the  presumption  is  to  the  contrary. 
It  is  settled  by  our  own  decisions  that  there  can  be  no  re- 
covery for  supposed  loss  of  profits  from  the  interruption  of 
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business  in  a  case  of  this  kind.  Brawnadorf  v.  FeUner^  Y6 
Wis.  1.  The  authorities  are  quite  uniform  in  holding  that, 
in  the  absence  of  malice,  injuries  to  credit,  reputation,  and 
business  are  too  remote  and  speculative  to  be  recovered. 
2  Suth.  Dam.  (2d  ed.),  §  512.  In  the  present  case  it  is  entirely- 
apparent  from  the  evidence  that  the  buildings  and  machinery 
attached  were  in  nearly,  or  quite,  as  good  condition  for  use 
at  the  time  of  the  trial  as  when  seized,  and  would  have  been 
nearly,  if  not  quite,  as  useful  to  any  person  desiring  to  operate 
such  a  business  in  that  locality;  and  it  is  equally  apparent 
that  the  estimate  of  depreciation  made  by  the  witnesses 
was  in  fact  the  supposed  injury  to  the  defendants'  reputation 
and  business  by  reason  of  the  sudden  stoppage  of  the  busi- 
ness by  the  attachment.  As  frequently  said  by  the  witnesses, 
it  had  become  a  bankrupt  concern  instead  of  a  going  con- 
cern, and  this  was  clearly  the  basis  upon  which  they  figured 
out  the  supposed  almost  complete  wiping  out  of  values.  As 
said  before,  the  buildings  and  machinery  were  nearly,  or 
quite,  as  available  for  the  manufacture  of  lumber,  to  one 
who  could  secure  the  necessary  logs,  at  the  time  of  the  trial 
as  at  the  time  of  the  seizure.  The  damage  was  in  the  bank- 
ruptcy of  the  institution.  The  defendants  were  undoubtedly 
entitled,  in  case  the  attachment  was  wrongful,  to  recover  for 
the  loss  of  the  use  of  their  property  while  held  by  the  officer, 
which,  in  ordinary  cases  like  the  present,  would  be  measured 
by  its  rental  value;  and,  if  the  property  were  shown  to  be 
damaged  by  wear  or  tear  or  negligent  care  in  the  hands  of 
the  officer,  this  also  would  be  a  proper  element;  but  thej'^  are 
not  entitled,  under  the  guise  of  depreciation  in  value,  to  re- 
cover damages  for  injuries  to  their  business,  credit,  and  repu- 
tation resulting  from  bankruptcy. 

Some  objections  were  made  to  the  form  of  the  special  ver- 
dict, but  we  do  not  consider  them  well  taken. 

By  the  Court, —  Judgment  reversed,  and  action  remanded 
for  a  new  triaL 
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Railway  Company,  Appellant. 

May  £4 — June  S3, 1898. 

Railroads:  Nzgligence:  Personal  injuries:  Pleading, 

The  complaint  in  an  action  for  personal  injuries — alleging  that  plaint- 
iff was  unloading  a  car  of  poles  standing  upon  a  spur  track  of  the 
defendant  company  which  ran  mto  the  yards  of  his  employer; 
that  defendant's  servants  backed  an  engine  and  cars  upon  said 
track;  that  it  was  the  duty  of  defendant's  said  servants  not  to 
collide  with  or  disturb  the  car  at  which  plaintiff  was  working,  but 
the  engineer,  in  violation  of  his  said  duty  and  in  total  disregard  of 
the  signals  of  the  conductor  in  charge  of  said  engine  and  cars, 
carelessly,  recklessly,  and  negligently  backed  them  against  said 
stationary  car,  causing  it  to  move  forward;  that  plaintiff  tried  to 
stop  said  car  by  standing  on  the  side  of  the  track  and  putting  a 
block  of  wood  imder  the  wheels,  but  defendant's  engineer  care- 
lessly, recklessly,  and  negligently,  and  in  violation  of  the  conduct- 
or's signals,  and  without  plaintiff's  knowledge,  continued  to  back 
said  engine  and  cars  against  the  detached  car,  thereby  pushing  the 
latter  over  said  block  of  wood,  thereby,  without  any  fault  on  the 
part  of  the  plaintiff,  causing  the  poles  to  fall  from  said  car  upon 
the  plaintiff,  injuring  him  —  is  held,  on  demurrer,  to  state  a  cause 
of  action. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Brown 
county:  S.  D.  Hastings,  Jb.,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  for  the  recovery  of  damages  claimed  to  have  been 
sustained  by  the  plaintiff  by  reason  of  the  negligence  of  the 
defendant.  The  complaint  is,  in  substance,  that  the  plaintiff 
was  in  the  employ  of  the  Yalentine-Clark  Company,  at  the 
city  of  Green  Bay,  Brown  county,  Wisconsin,  and  was  en- 
gaged in  unloading  a  car  of  poles  standing  alone  and  detached 
from  any  engine  on  a  spur  track  of  defendant,  which  ran 
into  the  yards  of  the  said  Valentine-Clark  Company,  on  the 
west  side  of  the  Fox  river  in  said  city  of  Green  Bay;  that, 
while  plaintiff  was  so  engaged  in  unloading  said  car,  defend- 
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ant's  servants  backed  an  engine  and  two  cars  onto  said  spar 
track;  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  defendant's  servants  in 
charge  of  said  engine  and  two  cars  not  to  collide  with,  or 
disturb  in  any  way,  the  car  at  which  plaintiff  was  working; 
that  defendant's  engineer,  in  violation  of  his  said  duty,  and 
in  total  disregard  of  the  signals  made  by  the  conductor  in 
charge  of  said  engine  and  two  cars,  to  stop  said  engine  and 
cars  before  reaching  the  stationary  car  at  which  plaintiff 
was  working,  carelessly,  recklessly,  and  negligently  backed 
said  engine  and  cars  against  the  said  stationary  car,  causing 
it  to  move  forward  by  the  force  of  the  impact ;  that  the  plaint- 
iff endeavored  to  stop  said  car  by  standing  on  the  side  of  the 
track  and  putting  a  block  of  wood  beneath  the  wheels  of 
said  car,  but  defendant's  engineer,  ca/relesslyy  recTdesahj^  and 
negligently^  and  in  violation  of  the  conductor's  signals,  and 
without  plaintiff's  knowledge,  continued  to  back  said  engine 
and  two  cars  against  the  said  detached  car,  thereby  pushing 
said  detached  car  over  the  block  of  wood  so  placed  beneath 
it  by  plaintiff,  thereby,  without  any  fault  on,  thepoH  of  plaint- 
iffs causing  the  poles  with  which  said  car  was  loaded  to  fall 
off  said  car  and  upon  the  plaintiff,  thereby  greatly  injuring 
him,  to  his  damage  in  the  sum  of  $5,000,  for  which  said  sum, 
and  for  costs  herein,  plaintiff  demanded  judgment. 

The  defendant  demurred  to  the  complaint,  alleging  that 
it  appeared  upon  the  face  thereof  that  it  did  not  state  facts 
sufficient  to  constitute  a  cause  of  action.  The  court  entered 
an  order  overruling  the  demurrer,  from  which  the  defendant 
appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Fish^  Cary^  Ujpham 
<&  BlacTc^  and  oral  argument  by  i?.  N,  McMynn.  They  con- 
tended that  the  complaint  shows  that  the  alleged  negligence 
of  the  engineer  was  harmless;  that  there  was  an  intervening 
act  of  plaintiff  which  was  the  efficient  cause  of  the  cause  of 
the  plaintiff's  injury.  The  failing  of  the  poles  upon  the 
plaintiff  was  the  proximate  cause  of  his  injury.    The  poles 
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fell  because  there  was  a  block  placed  on  the  track  in  front 
of  the  wheels  of  the  moving  car. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  Oumminffs  <&  Hayes, 

PiNNET,  J.  The  complaint  proceeds  upon  the  ground  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  defendant's  servants  in  charge  of  the 
management  of  the  engine  and  two  cars  on  the  spur  track 
of  the  defendant  company,  upon  which  the  plaintiff  was 
engaged  in  unloading  a  car  of  poles  standing  alone  and  de- 
tached from  any  engine,  not  to  collide  with,  or  disturb  in 
any  way,  the  car  loaded  with  poles,  at  which  the  plaintiff 
was  so  working.  This  is,  in  substance,  an  allegation  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  defendant,  in  the  use  and  operation  of 
the  spur  track,  engine,  and  cars,  by  and  through  its  servants 
and  agents,  not  to  collide  with,  or  disturb  in  any  way,  the 
said  car  so  loaded  with  poles,  which  was  being  unloaded  by 
the  plaintiff.  This  was  by  way  of  charging  that  the  acts  of 
the  defendant's  engineer  constituted  negligence  and  careless 
conduct  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  company.  While  this 
is,  in  substance,  the  effect  of  the  pleading,  it  is  certainly  not 
the  most  clear  and  logical  method  of  stating  the  simple  fact 
of  the  defendant's  duty  and  breach  of  it;  but  there  is  no 
good  reason  for  saying,  we  think,  that  the  allega.tions  will 
not  serve  to  define  the  fact  of  its  duty,  and  the  breach  of  it. 
The  complaint  charges  in  sufficiently  clear  and  vigorous 
language  that  the  defendant's  engineer  in  charge  of  said  en- 
gine and  two  cars,  before  reaching  the  stationary  car  at 
which  plaintiff  was  working,  carelessly,  recklessly,  and  neg- 
ligently backed  said  engine  and  cars  against  the  said  sta- 
tionary car,  causing  it  to  move  forward  by  the  force  of  the 
impact;  that  the  plaintiff  endeavored  to  stop  said  car  by 
standing  on  the  side  of  the  track  and  putting  a  block  of 
wood  beneath  the  wheels  of  the  car, —  a  matter  that  is  not 
alleged  as  either  improper  or  negligent,  or  to  have  caused 
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or  materially  contributed  to  the  result  complained  of ;  but 
defendant's  engineer  carelessly,  recklessly,  and  negligently, 
in  violation  of  the  conductor's  signals,  and  without  the 
plaintiflTs  knowledge,  continued  to  back  said  engine  and  cars 
against  the  said  detached  car,  thereby  pushing  it  over  the 
block  of  wood  so  placed  beneath  it  by  the  plaintiff,  and 
thereby^  yyithout  a/nyfa/ult  on  the  part  of  the  jplaintiff^  caused 
the  poles  with  which  said  car  was  loaded  to  fall  oflf  said  car 
and  upon  the  plaintiff,  greatly  injuring  the  plaintiff,  to  his 
damage,  etc.  It  is  not  made  to  appear  that  an  independent 
negligent  or  wrongful  act  of  a  third  party  caused  the  injury, 
nor  that  it  was  the  result  of  any  negligence  on  the  part  of 
the  plaintiff.  On  the  contrary,  it  is  alleged  that  the  defend- 
ant's engineer,  carelessly,  recklessly,  and  negligently,  and  in 
violation  of  the  conductor's  signals,  continued  to  back  said 
engine  and  two  cars  against  the  said  detached  car,  thereby 
pushing  it  over  the  block  of  wood  so  placed  beneath  it  by 
the  plaintiff,  and  thereby,  without  amy  f emit  on  thepa/rt  of 
the  plaintiffs  causing  the  poles  with  which  said  car  was 
loaded  to  fall  off  of  said  car  and  upon  the  plaintiff,  to  his 
damage,  etc.  It  would  seem  to  be  clear,  beyond  any  rea- 
sonable doubt,  that  the  duty  of  the  defendant,  as  well  as  the 
breach  thereof  and  the  injurious  consequences,  are  sufll- 
ciently  well  stated  and  defined  in  the  complaint  to  consti- 
tute a  valid  cause  of  action.  Although  the  complaint  is  not 
a  model  of  good  pleading,  we  think  it  is  sufllcient  on  de- 
murrer, and  that  the  circuit  court  rightly  overruled  the 
defendant's  demurrer. 
JBy  the  Cowrt. —  The  order  appealed  from  is  afl^med. 
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May  H — June  ^3, 1898. 

Wills:  Revocation  of  devise  by  subsequent  contract  to  sell:  Intention, 

Under  sec.  2278,  R  S.  1878  (providing  that  every  devise  of  land  shall 
be  construed  to  convey  all  the  estate  of  the  devisor  therein,  unless 
it  shall  clearly  appear  by  the  will  that  he  intended  to  convey  a  less 
estate),  a  devise  of  certain  land  was  not  revoked  by  the  subsequent 
making  of  a  contract  for  its  sale  by  the  testator,  upon  which  a 
nominal  sum  only  was  paid,  where  there  is  nothing  to  indicate  an 
intention  to  revoke  the  devise,  and,  though  it  seems  evident  that 
the  testator  did  not  intend  to  die  intestate  as  to  any  of  his  property, 
yet  that  would  be  the  result  of  a  revocation  of  the  devise^  there 
being  no  residuary  clause  in  the  will 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Brown 
county:  S.  D.  Hastings^  Jb.,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed, 

Prior  to  May  14, 1894,  Leopold  Lefebvre  was  the  owner  of 
lot  78,  subdivision  1,  of  Newberry's  addition  to  Green  Bay. 
On  the  date  mentioned,  Lefebvre  made  his  will,  containing 
a  clause  as  follows :  "  (5)  I  give  and  bequest  to  Fred  Charles 
the  north  22  ft.  of  lot  42,  Navarino,  with  building  thereon, 
and  Newberry  addition,  subdivision  No.  1."  At  that  date, 
lot  Y8  was  the  only  land  he  owned  in  Newberry  addition. 
On  April  18, 1895,  Lefebvre  made  a  contract  in  writing  to 
sell  lot  78  to  one  Joseph  Crabbe,  for  the  sum  of  $1,201.  One 
dollar  was  paid  at  the  execution  of  the  contract,  and  the  re- 
mainder was  to  be  paid  on  or  before  ten  years  from  date, 
with  six  per  cent,  interest.  Crabbe  entered  into  possession 
of  the  premises,  and  has  paid  no  part  of  the  purchase  money 
except  the  sum  of  one  dollar.  Lefebvre  died  some  time  in 
1896.  His  will  was  admitted  to  probate  March  24,  1896; 
and  on  March  2, 1897,  the  county  court  assigned  the  balance 
due  on  the  land  contract  to  the  widow,  as  personal  property. 
The  devisee,  Ferdinomd  Charles^  appealed  to  the  circuit  court, 
and,  upon  a  hearing,  the  court  found  the  facts  as  stated,  and 
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directed  judgment  reversing  the  order  of  the  county  court, 
and  assigning  to  Charles  the  testator's  interest  in  the  land, 
subject  to  the  land  contract.  From  the  judgment  so  entered 
the  widow,  Manrgwret  Lefebwe^  appeals  to  this  court. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  yf^igman  &  Martin^ 
and  oral  argument  by  P.  H.  Martin, 

Sol.  P.  Huntington^  for  the  respondent. 

Bardeen,  J.    At  common  law,  if  a  man  made  a  will  de- 
vising specific  real  property,  and  before  his  death  contracted 
to  sell  the  same,  this  was  deemed  to  be  a  revocation  of  his 
will  as  to  this  specific  property.    This  was  based  upon  the 
theory  that  the  will  operated  upon  the  real  estate  as  the 
testator  possessed  it  at  the  time  of  making  it;  and  much 
nice  learning  and  many  rather  unsatisfactory  distinctions 
are  contained  in  the  books  in  regard  to  what  change  in  an 
estate  will  amount  either  to  a  revocation  of  a  particular 
devise  or  of  the  will  itself.    In  1837,  in  England,  a  statute 
(7  Will.  IV  &  1  Vict.  ch.  26,  sec.  XXIII)  was  passed  which 
provided  that  no  conveyance  of  real  estate  made  after  the 
execution  of  a  will  should  prevent  the  operation  of  the  will 
upon  such  portion  of  the  estate  as  the  testator  had  power  to 
dispose  of  at  his  death.    Most  of  the  American  states  have 
similar  statutes,  or  else  have  adopted  the  substance  of  its 
provisions  by  construction,  on  the  ground  of  their  reasonable- 
ness and  conformity  to  the  probable  intention  of  testators. 
The  principle  that  runs  through  all  of  the  old  cases  is  that 
the  devisor  must  be  seised  of  the  same  estate  at  the  time  of 
his  death  that  he  was  seised  of  when  he  made  his  will,  to 
make  it  a  good  devise.    Knolhjs  v.  Alcochy  6  Ves.  648 ;  Ben- 
nett V.  Ewrl  of  TamkermUey  19  Ves.  170 ;  Walton  v.  Walton^ 
7  Johns.  Ch.  258 ;  Adams  v.  Winne^  7  Paige,  97.    The  trend 
of  modem  decisions  seems  to  be  to  enforce  the  will,  and  to 
carry  out  so  far  as  possible  the  expressed  intention  of  the 

testator.     Our  statute  (sec.  2278,  K.  S.  1878)  says:     "Every 
Vol.100— 13 
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devise  of  land  in  any  will  shall  be  construed  to  convey  all 
the  estate  of  the  devisor  therein,  which  he  could  lawfully 
devise,  unless  it  shall  clearly  appear  by  the  will  that  the  dev- 
isor intended  to  convey  a  less  estate."  In  Dew  v.  Kuehrij 
64  Wis.  293,  it  was  said,  in  effect,  that  this  act  was  not 
intended  to  restrict  the  power  of  the  court  in  the  construc- 
tion of  wills  to  a  consideration  of  the  mere  words  of  the 
devise,  but  that  the  surrounding  circumstances  and  the  situa- 
tion of  the  testator  might  be  looked  to  in  order  to  ascertain 
his  real  intent. 

At  the  time  of  the  death  of  Lefebvre,  he  held  the  legal 
title  to  the  lot  in  question,  and  the  right  to  demand  pay- 
ment of  the  entire  consideration,  except  the  sum  of  one  dol- 
lar paid  by  the  vendee  at  the  execution  of  the  contract. 
His  estate  therein  was  simply  subject  to  the  vendee's  equity 
of  redemption.    His  interest  or  estate  was  of  such  potential 
character  that  it  would  pass  to  his  devisee  unless  there  be 
something  in  the  situation  to  indicate  an  intention  to  revoke 
the  devise.    The  will  acts  upon  his  estate  as  it  existed  at  the 
time  of  his  death,  and  not  as  it  existed  at  the  time  it  was 
made.    The  statute  says  the  devise  of  the  land  shall  be  con- 
strued to  convey  aU  the  estops  of  the  devisor  therein.    This 
must  mean  all  his  estate,  both  legal  and  equitable.    If,  dur- 
ing his  lifetime,  Lefebvre  had  assigned  the  land  contract^ 
collected  part  of  the  money  due,  or  made  any  other  disposi- 
tion of  his  interest  in  the  land,  this  would  have  operated  as 
a  revocation  of  the  devise  pro  tanto.    This  would  have  been 
an  actual  conversion  of  his  interest  in  the  land  to  such  form 
that  it  would  be  clear  that  the  terms  of  the  will  could  not 
act  upon  it.    No  such  case  is  here  presented.    At  the  time 
of  his  death,  he  held  not  only  the  legal  title  to  the  lot,  but 
also  the  land  contract  which  represented  in  part  his  estate 
in  this  lot.    His  will  contains  no  residuary  clause.    If  this 
contract  is  not  to  follow  the  legal  estate,  then,  as  to  it,  he 
died  intestate,  and  it  must  be  distributed  to  his  heirs.    It 
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seems  quite  evident  from  the  whole  situation  that  the  tes- 
tator did  not  intend  to  die  intestate  as  to  any  of  his  prop- 
erty. There  is  no  presumption  to  that  effect  to  be  indulged 
in.  On  the  contrary,  the  opposite  presumption  is  to  be  in- 
voked whenever  the  words  of  a  wiU,  fairly  construed,  indi- 
cate an  intention  to  dispose  of  all  of  his  property. .  All  parties 
concede  that  it  was  the  evident  intention  of  the  testator,  at 
the  time  the  will  was  drawn,  to  give  Charlee  whatever  inter- 
est he  had  in  real  estate  in  Newberry  addition,  subdivision 
No.  1.  Suppose  the  vendee  in  the  land  contract  had  failed 
to  perform  his  contract;  it  is  not  claimed  that  this  land 
would  have  gone  to  the  heirs  at  law.  It  would  have  been 
controlled  by  the  terms  of  the  will.  By  that,  the  legal  title 
was  devised  to  Charles;  and,  under  the  statute,  it  carried 
all  the  estate  in  the  land  the  testator  possessed,  in  absence 
of  an  intent,  estpreased  in  the  wiUj  to  convey  a  less  estate.  A 
consideration  of  the  circumstances,  together  with  the  fact 
that  there  was  no  residuary  clause  in  his  will,  leads  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  the  testator's  manifest  intention  that 
Charles  should  have  this  property.  Wrighfs  Heirs  v.  Min- 
shall,  12  111.  584,  is  a  case  somewhat  in  point. 

By  the  Cottrt^^-TUhe  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
fomed. 


Appueton  Papeb  &  Pulp  CoMPAirr,  Appellant,  vs.  Kimbeelt 

&  Olabk  Company  and  another,  Kespondents. 

Same,  Respondent,  vs.  Same,  Appellants. 

May  £5— June  SS,  1898. 

Mills  and  mtHdams:  Conveyance  of  portion  of  water  power:  ConstruO' 

tion:  **  Capacity  of  bulkhead  now  there," 

A  deed  of  a  portion  of  a  water  power,  describing  the  volume  of  water 
conveyed  as  "  water  to  the  full  extent  and  capaoity  of  the  bulk- 
head now  there,"  referring  to  an  old  flume  or  bulkhead  13.07  feet 
wide,  6.89  feet  deep  measuring  from  the  crest  of  the  dam,  12  feet 
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in  length  with  the  stream,  and  obstructed  by  a  rack  to  keep  debris 
out  of  the  flume,  made  of  one-inch  by  five-inch  oak  boards  set  edge- 
ways in  the  water  about  one  inch  apart,  with  the  upstream  edges 
sharpened,  and  worn  by  ten  years'  use,  the  fliune  not  having  been 
in  use  for  some  time  before  the  grant,  is  construed  as  follows: 

(1)  That  the  particular  bulkhead  referred  to,  with  all  the  condi- 
tions existing  at  the  date  of  the  grant,  in  any  way  influencing  the 
flow  of  water  through  the  same,  were  designated  by  the  language 
of  the  grant  as  instruments  of  measurement  by  which  to  deter- 
mine the  amount  of  water  conveyed  thereby. 

(2)  That  the  term  "  full  extent  and  capacity,"  as  used  in  the  grant, 
permitted  the  grantee  to  take  water  only  in  a  proper  way,  and  that 
a  proper  way  requires  such  taking  to  be  in  such  manner  as  not  to 
draw  down  the  head  of  water  so  as  to  materially  diminish  the 
amount  of  power  obtainable  from  a  given  voliune  thereof. 

(8)  That  plaintiff  is  entitled,  under  such  grant,  to  have  the  am^ount 
of  water,  in  cubic  feet  per  minute,  that  will  flow  through  a  flume 
such  as  the  one  mentioned  in  the  grant,  under  all  the  conditions 
existing  at  the  date  thereof  in  any  way  influencing  such  flow,  the 
velocity  of  the  water  to  be  limited,  however,  to  such  as  will  not  so 
materially  draw  down  the  head  as  to  use  the  water  in  a  wasteful 
way,  and  when  such  amount  is  so  determined,  plaintiff  is  entitled 
to  use  such  amount  for  the  creation  of  power  in  any  way  it  sees  fit. 

[Syllabus  by  Mabshall,  J.]  - 

Appeals  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Brown 
county:  S.  D.  Hastings,  Jb.,  Circuit  Judge.  Affirmed  on 
plmntiff^a  appeal;  reversed  on  that  of  the  defendants. 

Action  to  determine  the  proportionate  amount  of  water 
power  created  by  the  Fox  river  as  improved  by  the  govern- 
ment dam  across  the  same,  known  as  the  Grand  Chute  dam, 
belonging  to  the  several  parties  to  this  action.  The  ques- 
tion involved  on  this  appeal  relates  to  the  amount  of  such 
power  owned  by  plaintiff  under  a  title  referable  to  a  deed 
dated  September  20, 1862,  conveying  a  part  of  the  power, 
by  the  person  then  owning  a  considerable  portion  thereof, 
in  the  following  language :  ".  .  .  Privilege  of  drawing 
water  from  the  river  to  the  full  extent  and  capacity  of  the 
bulkhead  now  there."  The  court  found  that  plaintiff,  sub- 
ject to  some  other  interests,  owned  so  much  of  the  water 
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power  as  was  described  in  sach  deed,  and  that  the  bulkhead 
maintained  at  the  date  of  the  deed  was  13.07  feet  wide,  6.89 
feet  deep,  and  12  feet  in  length  with  the  stream,  the  bottom 
2.76  inches  above  the  plane  of  the  bed  rock  over  which  the 
spent  water  passed,  and  the  depth  being  measured  from  the 
crest  of  the  dam,  which  was  one  foot  lower  than  the  dam  as 
it  now  exists.    The  court  further  found  that,  prior  to  Sep- 
tember 20, 1862,  the  bulkhead  had  been  used  in  connection 
with  a  sawmill  not  then  in  existence,  the  same  having  been 
destroyed  by  fire;  that  there  was  a  rack  that  had  existed 
some  ten  years,  through  which  the  water  necessarily  passed, 
made  of  one-inch  by  five-inch  oak  boards  set  one  inch  apart 
edgeways  in  the  water,  and  sharpened  on  the  edges  pointing 
up  stream ;  that  such  a  rack  existed  in  the  bulkhead  up  to 
1873,  when  plaintiff  substituted  one  made  of  three-eighths 
inch  iron  rods  set  about  two  inches  apart,  which  was  used 
up  to  the  time  of  the  trial  with  knowledge  of,  and  without 
objection  by,  defendants,  till  the  commencement  of  the  ac- 
tion; that  the  economical  use  of  water  does  not  justify  tak- 
ing it  through  the  bulkhead  at  a  greater  velocity  than  120 
feet  per  minute,  the  result  of  taking  it  at  a  greater  velocity 
being  to  so  draw  down  the  head  as  to  diminish  the  power 
created  by  a  given  volume,  but  that  more  power  from  water 
could  be  obtained  at  the  expense  of  volume,  by  having  it 
pass  through  the  bulkhead  at  a  velocity  up  to  a  point  stated 
in  the  findings  of  fact  as  one  where  the  velocity  curve  crosses 
the  power  curve,  which  point  is  not  determined,  and  said 
not  to  be  determinable  even  approximately,  except  by  experi- 
ments which  would  be  attended  with  an  expense  of  from 
$300  to  $3,000. 

From  such  findings  the  court  construed  the  deed  men- 
tioned as  the  one  to  which  plaintiff's  rights  are  referable,  as 
conveying  the  right  to  so  much  water  as  can,  beneficially  to 
it,  be  taken  from  a  bulkhead  opening  of  the  width  and  under 
the  head,  with  the  length,  and  obstructed  by  a  rack  substan- 
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tially  the  same  as  when  such  deed  was  made,  to  wit,  13.07 
feet  wide,  6.89  feet  deep  from  the  crest  of  the  dam,  12  feet 
long  measuring  with  the  stream,  obstructed  by  a  rack  made 
of  one-inch  by  five-inch  oak  boards  set  edgeways  with  the 
stream  one  inch  apart,  and  sharpened  at  the  upper  edges,  worn 
as  such  rack  would  be  after  ten  years'  use,  subject  further  to 
some  limitations  of  the  use  for  certain  machinery,  such  lim- 
itations, however,  not  being  involved  in  the  controversy  on 
this  appeal.  Judgment  was  entered  accordingly,  and  in  other 
respects  as  directed  by  the  findings,  no  objection  being  raised 
except  as  presented  by  exceptions  on  the  part  of  plaintiflE  to 
the  finding  that  the  dam  is  now  one  foot  higher  than  Sep- 
tember 20, 1862,  and  that  the  floor  of  the  bulkhead,  there- 
fore, should  be  6.89  feet  from  the  crest  of  the  dam  instead 
of  7.89  feet  from  such  crest,  as  at  the  commencement  of  this 
action;  and  to  the  finding  that  the  capacity  of  the  bulkhead 
must  be  determined,  having  regard  to  the  existence  of  a  rack 
therein  as  described  in  the  findings ;  and  exceptions  on  the 
part  of  the  defendants  to  the  finding  that  plaintiff  is  entitled 
to  take  water  through  the  bulkhead  at  such  velocity  as  will 
give  it  the  greatest  amount  of  power,  regardless  of  drawing 
down  the  head  and  the  economical  use  of  the  water.  Both 
sides  appealed. 

Lyma/n  E.  BameSj  for  the  plaintiff,  as  to  the  proper  con- 
struction of  the  term  "  full  extent  and  capacity  of  the  bulk- 
head now  there,"  as  used  in  the  grant,  and  to  the  point  that 
the  plaintiff  is  not  limited  by  the  grant  to  any  velocity,  in 
the  drawing  of  water,  short  of  that  which  furnishes  the 
maximum  power,  cited  VaUei/  P.  d&  P.  Co.  t?.  West^  58  "Wis. 
599;  Blancha/rd  v.  Doering,  21  id.  477;  8.  C.  23  id.  200; 
Mack  V.  Bensley,  63  id.  80;  Jackson  Milling  Co.  v.  C/uindoSy 
€2  id.  437;  BisseU  v.  Grant^  35  Conn.  288;  Avon  Mfg.  Go.  v. 
Andrews  J  30  id.  476. 

For  the  defendants  there  were  briefs  by  Hooper  <&  Hooper^ 
and  oral  argument  by  Moses  Hooper. 
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Marshall,  J.  The  finding  of  fax5t  as  to  the  raising  of  the 
dam,  challenged  by  plaintiff,  is  sustained  by  substantially 
all  the  direct,  as  well  as  the  circumstantial,  evidence  in  the 
case  bearing  on  the  subject.  O'Keefe,  who  helped  make 
alterations  in  the  flume  in  1863,  and  was  very  familiar  with 
the  situation  then  and  for  years  afterwards,  testified  that 
the  new  dam  was  about  one  foot  higher  than  the  old  one, 
and  appears  to  have  reasoned  from  his  knowledge  of  the 
depth  of  the  water  in  the  bulkhead  in  1863  and  the  depth 
at  the  time  of  the  trial.  The  engineer  in  charge  of  con- 
structing the  new  dam  testified  that  the  old  one  had  settled 
from  ten  to  fifteen  inches  in  places,  and  that  the  new  struct- 
ure, as  he  remembered  it,  was  placed  at  the  average  height 
of  the  old  one.  Several  witnesses  testified  that  the  water 
above  the  dam  was  higher  after  the  building  of  the  new 
structure  than  before,  some  placing  the  difference  as  much 
as  two  or  three  feet.  That  array  of  evidence,  in  connection 
with  the  circumstance  that  the  old  dam  was  made  cf  spars 
and  was  an  old  structure  as  early  as  1862,  there  being  no 
substantial  evidence  to  outweigh  it,  seems  to  make  a  strong 
case  in  favor  of  the  court's  finding.  Certainly,  we  cannot 
say  there  is  a  clear  preponderance  of  evidence  against  it. 

It  follows,  therefore,  that  the  findings  of  fact  made  by 
the  trial  court  must  all  stand  as  verities  in  the  case,  and 
that  both  appeals  come  down  to  and  turn  on  tiie  meaning 
of  the  descriptive  words  contained  in  the  grants  under  which 
plaintiff  claims,  the  principal  and  really  only  one  that  need 
be  construed  being  that  of  September  20,  1862.  To  that, 
plaintiff's  rights  are  referable.  A  later  deed  was  made 
under  which  plaintiff  claims,  but  clearly,  as  held  by  the  trial 
court,  it  does  not  affect  the  main  question  we  are  called 
upon  to  decide.  It  is  needless  to  refer  to  the  familiar  rules 
of  construction  in  discussing  this  case,  till  we  proceed  far 
enough  to  discover  some  uncertainty  of  meaning  in  the  lan- 
guage to  be  considered,  calling  for  such  reference.    There 
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is  no  need  to  construe  that  which  is  plain,  is  a  maxim  of  the 
first  importance  in  dealing  with  contracts  judicially.  The 
purpose  of  interpretation  is  to  give  effect  to  the  intention  of 
parties  so  far  as  that  can  be  done  without  violating  the 
rules  of  language  or  of  law,  and  so  far  as  such  intention  can 
be  read  from  the  words  they  saw  fit  to  use,  by  the  aid  of  all 
the  helps  that  may  properly  be  resorted  to  for  that  purpose. 
But  the  very  fact  that  construction  is  called  for  suggests 
existing  uncertainty.  Where  that  does  not  exist, — where 
language  is  plain, —  there  is  no  reason  for  construction.  Ef- 
fect must  then  be  given  to  the  obvious  meaning,  and  not,  by 
means  of  judicial  construction,  make  a  contract  for  parties 
different  from  that  which  they  made  for  themselves. 

"  Capacity  of  the  bulkhead  now  there : "  What  do  those 
words  mean  as  used  in  the  grant  under  consideration  ?  They 
plainly  refer  to  a  then  existing  bulkhead,  and  conveyed  the 
right  to  use  the  water  through  it  to  its  capacity,  or  an  equiv- 
alent amount  of  water,  for  the  purpose  of  creating  power. 
Unlike  many  deeds  conveying  water  privileges  for  power, 
the  grant  in  question  did  not  convey  a  certain  number  of 
inches  of  water  under  a  given  head,  as  in  Jackson  Milling 
Co,  V.  ChandoSj  82  Wis.  437,  or  a  certain  number  of  inches 
of  water  without  specifying  any  head,  as  in  BlancJiard  v. 
Doering^  21  Wis.  477.  The  grant  did  not  convey  water  to 
the  full  extent  and  capacity  of  a  bulkhead  13.07  feet  wide 
by  6.89  feet  deep.  If  we  were  to  read  the  grant  as  if  such 
language  were  included  therein,  we  would  fail  to  give  effect 
to  the  significant  words  of  limitation,  "the  "  and  "  now  there.'^ 
They  refer,  unmistakably,  to  an  existing  bulkhead,  and  the 
water  privilege  conveyed  was  referable,  as  a  means  of  meas- 
urement, to  that  particular  bulkhead,  with  all  the  surround- 
ing conditions,  including  the  rack  to  prevent  debris  from 
passing  into  the  flume,  the  size  of  the  flume,  its  shape,  its 
location,  and  all  obstructions  in  any  way  influencing  the 
flow  of  water.    That  is  so  obviously  the  meaning  of  the  Ian- 
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goage  in  question  that  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  rules 
of  construction  in  determining  that  question.  There  is  room 
for  but  one  reasonable  meaning;  therefore  no  room  for  con- 
struction and  no  need  for  a  reference  to  authorities. 

The  parties  having  defined  the  water  conveyed  by  limit- 
ing it  to  the  capacity  of  a  particular  opening  under  the  con- 
ditions surrounding  it  as  stated,  it  left  the  amount  somewhat 
difficult  of  ascertainment,  it  is  true,  especially  after  a  lapse 
of  many  years,  a  change  in  the  conditions,  and  a  desire  to 
use  the  water  through  a  different  bulkhead  and  with  differ- 
ent attachments.  But  so  long  as  the  parties  saw  fit  to  insert 
in  the  grant  plain  words  of  limitation,  pointing  to  particular 
instruments  for  measuring  the  water,  we  must  hold  to  such 
plain  meaning,  and  not,  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  parties 
from  difficulties  which  were  not  properly  provided  against 
at  the  proper  time,  put  words  into  the  grant  by  construction. 
That  would  be  a  violation  of  rules  of  law  by  judicial  con- 
struction, and  courts  are  not  permitted  to  do  that.  Missis- 
sippi  Hi/ver  Logging  Co.  v.  Wheelihan^  94  Wis.  96. 

In  Loverin  v.  Walker^  44  N.  H.  489,  we  have  a  good  illus- 
tration of  the  strictness  with  which  courts  hold  parties  to 
the  meaning  of  language  used  in  conveying  water  privileges, 
by  viewing  it  in  the  light  of  the  circumstances  existing  at 
the  creation  of  the  grant.  The  description  of  the  privilege 
there  conveyed  was,  "  the  right  to  take  sufficient  water  for 
one  tub  wheel."  It  was  in  a  conveyance  of  a  mill  formerly 
operated  by  such  a  wheel,  but  the  wheel  had  been  carried 
away  by  a  freshet  a  short  time  previous.  There  were  other 
owners  of  power  at  the  same  point,  and  it  was  evident  their 
rights  were  not  intended  to  be  infringed  upon.  If  the  con- 
veyance were  so  construed  as  to  permit  a  tub  wheel  of  any 
size,  that  w^ould  carry  the  right  to  all  the  water  of  the 
stream.  In  those  circumstances  the  court  readily  reached 
the  conclusion  that  "  the  grantee  was  not  obliged  to  use  a 
tub  wheel,  or  the  particular  tub  wheel  that  had  been  carried 
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away;  but  he  could  take  no  more  water  than  the  amount 
required  to  operate  a  wheel  of  the  kind  and  size  of  the  one 
previously  in  place ; "  that  the  language  of  the  deed  was 
clearly  intended  to  designate  the  old  wheel  as  an  instru- 
ment for  measuring  the  quantity  of  water  conveyed  by  the 
grant,  but  not  to  designate  the'  means  of  using  the  water; 
and  that  it  was  left  to  be  determined  what  amount  of  water 
was  required  for  such  a  wheel  as  the  old  one,  and  then  that 
it  could  be  used  as  the  grantee  should  elect. 

So,  in  Doom  v.  Metcalfe  46  Iowa,  120,  cited  by  defendants' 
counsel,  the  language  was,  "  the  right  to  use  water  to  the 
amount  of  the  issue  of  the  wheel  now  in  said  mill,  supposed 
to  be  six  hundred  inches."  The  court  held  that  the'  water 
necessary  to  operate  that  particular  wheel,  up  to  the  capac- 
ity of  its  working  power,  was  the  measure  of  water  conveyed ; 
that  it  was  left  for  experience  and  mechanical  skiU,  aided 
by  the  laws  of  hydraulics,  to  determine  such  amount,  and 
that  when  determined,  the  water  was  available  to  operate 
any  wheel  which  the  grantee  might  see  fit  to  use ;  that  the 
wheel  mentioned  in  the  grant  did  not  limit  the  manner  or 
means  by  which  the  water  was  to  be  used,  but  designated 
merely  the  instrument  for  measuring  the  quantity  which 
the  grantee  could  take  under  the  grant. 

Again,  in  Currmtings  v,  Blcmcha/rd  (N.  H.),  86  Atl.  Kep. 
556,  a  quite  recent  case,  where  the  conveyance  was,  "  the 
quantity  of  water  that  shall  be  discharged  from  the  flume 
or  bulkhead  through  an  aperture  of  200  square  inches  at 
the  gate  under  a  fifteen-foot  head,"  it  was  held  that  those 
words  did  not  prescribe  a  condition  or  manner  in  which  the 
water  should  be  used,  but  that  they  were  words  of  measure- 
ment; that  the  grantee  was  entitled  to  water  equivalent  to 
that  which  would  be  discharged  under  the  conditions  men- 
tioned, and  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  grantee  to  construct 
his  gate  with  a  gauge  thereon  so  as  to  indicate  any  infringe- 
ment of  the  grantor's  rights  at  any  given  head  of  water; 
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that  the  aperture  should  be  contracted  as  the  head  was 
raised,  if  that  occurred,  and  enlarged  if  the  opposite  oc- 
curred, so  that  the  grantee  would  receive  at  all  times  the 
equivalent  of  water  that  would  flow  constantly  under  the 
conditions  mentioned  in  the  grant. 

Jackson  MiUing  Co.  v.  Chcmdoa^  82  Wis.  437,  followed  the 
same  line  of  reasoning,  holding  that  a  conveyance  of  2,000 
inches  of  water  under  an  eleven-foot  head  did  not  limit  the 
manner  of  drawing  the  water  to  an  opening  of  the  size  and 
under  the  head  mentioned,  or  contemplate  any  such  elements 
of  uncertainty  as  an  increase  of  the  natural  flow  by  the  use 
of  an  efflux  tube,  or  decrease  by  the  retardation  of  a  water 
wheel  in  operation,  but  that  the  size  of  the  opening  and 
head  designated  were  the  means  of  determining  the  volume 
of  water  the  grantee  was  privileged  to  take,  the  intent  being 
to  grant  the  right  to  take,  by  a  constant  flow,  water  equiv- 
alent to  that  which  would  pass  under  natural  conditions, 
under  an  eleven-foot  head,  through  an  opening  of  2,000, 
inches  in  area  cut  in  the  side  of  a  flume ;  that  the  amount 
being  determined,  the  conditions  under  which  it  might  be 
drawn  were  not  regulated  by  the  grant. 

So  the  words,  "  the  bulkhead  now  there,"  as  used,  pointed 
merely  to  a  particular  opening,  with  the  conditions  surround- 
ing and  affecting  it,  all  to  be  considered  in  determining  the 
quantity  of  water  conveyed  by  the  grant, —  the  size  of  the 
flume,  its  form,  the  obstructions  in  it,  and  every  other  cir- 
cumstance affecting  the  flow  of  water,  all  forming  a  part  of 
the  instruments  of  measurement.  In  no  other  way  can  sig- 
nificance be  given  to  the  words,  "  the  bulkhead  now  there," 
which  the  persons  using  them  evidently  intended,  and  in 
no  other  way  can  their  natural,  comprehensive  meaning  be 
given  to  them.  In  the  absence  of  circumstances  showing 
clearly  an  intention  to  the  contrary,  words  in  a  contract  are 
presumed  to  have  been  used  in  their  comprehensive  sense, 
and  as  understood  by  the  mass  of  mankind.    That  requires 
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that  the  words  under  discussion  should  be  held  to  apply  to 
the  entire  situation  at  the  time  of  the  creation  of  thf  grants, 
there  being  nothing  indicating  a  contrary  intent.  To  say 
otherwise  would  violate  the  rule  that  words  cannot  properly 
be  forced  out  of  their  proper  signification,  even  to  effect  the 
intention  of  parties. 

The  foregoing  does  not,  as  suggested  by  counsel,  insert 
Avords  of  limitation  into,  but  rather  gives  plain  eflfectto  every 
word  of,  the  grant  as  intended  at  the  time  created.  If  it 
leads  to  some  uncertainty  as  to  the  volume  of  water  to  which 
plaintiff  is  entitled,  it  is  an  uncertainty,  not  in  the  instru- 
ments of  measurement,  but  of  the  quantity  of  water  which 
they  .will  measure.  That  uncertainty  the  parties  placed  in 
the  grant,  and  it  is  not  the  province  of  the  court  to  substitute 
something  else  for  the  language  the  parties  saw  fit  to  use, 
because  of  the  difficulty  of  determining  the  amount  of  water 
under  the  circumstances  which  they  contemplated.  We 
must  take  the  instrument  as  the  parties  made  it,  and  deter- 
mine the  amount  of  water  it  privileged  the  grantee  to  take 
like  any  other  question  of  fact,  and  when  so  determined  the 
plaintiff  can  use  such  amount  of  water  to  create  power  in 
any  way  it  may  see  fit. 

The  foregoing  disposes  of  the  questions  raised  by  plaint- 
iff's appeal,  unfavorably  to  it.  The  next  and  remaining 
question  is  that  raised  by  defendants,  assigning  as  error  the 
holding  of  the  trial  court  that  the  words  "  full  extent  and 
capacity"  entitle  plaintiff  to  take  water  through  the  bulk-^ 
head,  or  have  the  amount  it  may  draw  determined,  regard- 
less of  drawing  down  the  head  and  sacrificing  volume  to 
power.  The  most  that  is  claimed  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
words,  "  full  extent  and  capacity,"  is  that  they  are  suscep- 
tible of  two  reasonable  constructions,  and  therefore  that  the 
rule  applicable  under  such  circumstances,  that  the  construc- 
tion should  be  adopted  most  favorable  to  the  grantee,  sus- 
tains plaintiff's  theory.    But  will  the  words  admit  of  two 
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reasonable  constructions  ?  That  must  be  determined  in  the 
light  of  the  circumstances  existing  at  the  origin  of  the  grant. 
Previous  thereto,  parts  of  the  power  had  been  conveyed,  and 
part  of  the  power  created  by  the  dam  was  appurtenant  to 
lands  on  the  other  side  of  the  stream.  Looking  at  the  lan- 
guage under  discussion  in  the  light  of  such  circumstances,  it 
is  quite  clear  to  our  minds  that  it  has  but  one  rational,  rea- 
sonable meaning,  and  that  is,  water  equivalent  to  that  which 
will  pass  through  the  bulkhead  without  so  drawing  down 
the  head  as  to  use  the  water  in  a  wasteful  way.  The  learned 
trial  court  well  said  that  the  language  of  the  grant  per- 
mitted the  grantees  to  take  so  much  water  as  could  be  drawn 
in  a  proper  manner,  and  then  said  there  was  no  limitation 
in  the  grant.  The  two  ideas  seem  hardly  to  be  consistent, 
unless  it  can  be  said  that  the  proper  manner  of  using  water 
for  power  will  admit  of  its  use  in  a  wasteful  way,  regardless 
of  producing  the  maximum  of  power  from  a  given  volume. 
We  cannot  sanction  that  view,  but  must  hold,  not  only  that 
the  words  "  full  extent  and  capacity  "  contemplate  a  meas- 
urement of  the  water  when  taken  in  a  proper  manner,  as 
the  trial  court  said,  but  that  a  "  proper  manner  "  does  not 
permit  of  such  shortening  of  the  head,  by  the  velocity  with 
which  the  water  is  drawn,  as  to  materially  sacrifice  volume 
to  power. 

If  the  bulkhead  were  in  actual  use  at  the  time  of  the 
grant,  and  water  being  drawn  in  the  manner  contended  for 
by  plaintiff,  that  circumstance  might  turn  the  scales  in 
favor  of  the  construction  of  the  language  under  discussion 
adopted  by  the  trial  court.  The  circumstances  of  the  case 
in  that  regard  are  very  much  like  those  in  Cummings  v. 
Blanchaardj  mpra  (36  Atl.  Eep.  556).  There,  while  the  de- 
scriptive words  of  the  grant  were  "  privilege  to  take  water 
that  will  pass  through  an  aperture  of  200  square  inches  at 
the  gate  under  a  fifteen-foot  head,"  there  was  no  j^en-stock 
in  place  through  which  to  draw  the  water;  hence  the  court 
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held  that  the  head  mentioned  in  the  grant  was  to  be  taken 
as  with  the  water  at  rest,  and  that  the  diminution  of  the 
head,  when  in  actual  use,  was  at  the  expense  of  the  grantee ; 
that  is,  that  the  capacity  was  not  to  be  computed*  with  ref- 
erence to  a  working  head  of  fifteen  feet,  but  the  working 
head  obtainable  from  a  standing  head  of  fifteen  feet.  When 
the  grant  in  question  originated  the  bulkhead  was  not,  and 
had  not  been,  in  use  for  some  time,  so  there  is  no  circum- 
stance warranting  a  construction  of  the  language  used  that 
will  extend  it  to  fit  a  wasteful  method-  of  using  the  water. 

The  evidence  abundantly  shows,  as  reason  and  common 
sense,  directed  by  the  most  ordinaiy  knowledge  of  hydraulics, 
teaches,  that  in  figuring  the  size  of  a  flume  or  bulkhead  req- 
uisite to  carry  a  given  amount  of  water  to  a  wheel,  regard 
must  be  had  to  the  certainty  that  the  head  will  drop  as  the 
velocity  of  the  water  increases,  and  that  there  will  be  a  cor- 
responding loss  of  power,  so  that  the  opening  to  the  wheel 
and  the  flume  must  be  of  sufficient  capacity  to  carry  the 
water  without  a  material  loss  of  head.  So,  the  water  which 
a  bulkhead  or  flume  of  a  given  size  will  carry  without  ma- 
terially reducing  the  head  and  thereby  sacrificing  the  power 
of  the  water,  is  plainly  its  full  extent  and  capacity. 

The  foregoing  leads  to  the  conclusion  that  the  decision  of 
the  trial  court,  to  the  effect  that  the  plaintiff,  its  successors 
or  assigns,  are  entitled  to  draw  water  through  the  bulkhead 
opening  described  in  the  findings  to  the  best  advantage  to 
them,  regardless  of  drawing  down  the  head,  cannot  be  sus- 
tained, and  that  such  part  of  the  judgment  as  gives  effect  to 
the  decision  in  that  particular  must  be  reversed. 

It  seems  that  the  best  interests  of  all  parties  require  plaint- 
iff's rights  to  be  definitely  settled  by  the  final  decree,  so  that 
it  may  be  known  by  all  such  parties,  and  those  that  may 
come  after  them,  how  much  water  plaintiff  is  entitled  to 
draw  from  the  pond.  That  can  be  ascertained  without 
serious  difficulty,  and  should  be  before  final  judgment  is  en- 
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tered ;  and  to  that  end  further  testimony  should  be  taken, 
if  that  course  be  found  necessary.  The  finding  of  the  court 
stands  undisturbed  that  water  cannot  be  economically  drawn 
for  hydraulic  purposes,  through  such  a  bulkhead  opening  as 
described  in  such  finding,  at  a  greater  velocity  than  120  feet 
per  minute,  which  we  suppose  means  that  it  can  be  drawn 
at  that  rate.  Having  regard  to  that,  and  the  instrument  of 
measurement  contemplated  in  the  grant  of  September  20, 
1862,  namely,  a  flume  or  bulkhead  13.07  feet  wide,  12  feet 
long  with  the  stream,  6.89  feet  deep,  measuring  from  the 
crest  of  the  dam  as  it  now  stands,  and  obstructed  with  a 
rack  of  the  character  described  in  the  judgment,  the  amount 
of  water  which  can  be  economically  drawn  under  such  con- 
ditions and  limitations  should  be  determined  and  the  decree 
then  framed  so  as  to  define  plaintiff's  rights  accordingly. 

By  the  Court. —  That  part  of  the  judgment  appealed  from 
by  plaintiff  is  affirmed;  that  part  of  the  judgment  appealed 
from  by  defendants,  relating  to  the  amount  of  water  which 
plaintiff  is  entitled  to  draw  from  the  pond,  is  reversed,  and  the 
cause  remanded  with  directions  to  determine  how  much  water 
per  minute,  in  cubic  feet,  plaintiff  is  entitled  to  draw  from  the 
pond  under  the  conditions  and  limitations  indicated  in  the 
opinion,  and  that  further  evidence  be  taken  to  that  end  if 
such  course  be  found  necessary  by  the  trial  judge;  that  such 
fact  having  been  determined,  tlie  decree  be  then  entered  in 
accordance  therewith.  No  costs  are  allowed  in  this  court 
to  either  party,  except  that  plaintiff  shall  pay  the  clerk's  fees. 
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'  <1,  2,  5)  Appeal  by  corporation:  Insolvency  and  receivership:  Undertak- 
ing: Immaterial  error,  (8-8)  Railroads:  Condemnation  of  land: 
Injury  to  land  not  taken:  Evidence:  Opinions  as  to  value:  Net  prof- 
its: Sales  of  other  lands:  Instructions  to  jury. 

1.  The  insolvency  of  a  corporation  and  the  appointment  of  a  receiver 

for  it  do  not,  ipso  facto,  operate  as  a  dissolution,  and  therefore  af- 
ford no  ground  for  the  dismissal  of  an  appeal  taken  in  its  name. 

2.  An  undertaking,  given  on  appeal,  to  pay  the  judgment,  if  affirmed, 

as  well  as  the  costs  and  damages,  although  much  broader  than  re- 
quired, conferred  jurisdiction  of  the  appeal,  and  it  was  therefore 
competent  for  this  court  to  allow  such  undertaking  to  be  with- 
drawn and  a  new  one  substituted. 

8.  In  proceedings  to  condemn  land  for  a  railroad  right  of  way,  evidence 
that  a  deep  cut  would  cave  in  and  injure  adjacent  land  of  the 
plaintiffs  not  taken  was  not  inadmissible  on  the  ground  that  it 
tended  to  show  negligent  construction. 

4  In  such  a  case  a  witness  who  was  agent  for  the  sale  of  real  estate 
about  sixty  rods  distant  from  the  land  in  question,  after  having 
testified  that  he  was  acquainted  with  the  market  value  of  lots  in 
t<he  vicinity,  that  he  had  made  sales,  and  what  the  market  price  of 
lots  was,  stated  that  he  had  a  scale  of  prices  of  the  same,  and  gave 
his  opinion  that  such  prices  were  the  market  value  of  the  lots,  and 
thereupon  the  memorandum  was  received  in  evidencei  HeSd,  that 
such  evidence  was  not  inadmissible  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
hearsay. 

5.  Even  if  such  memorandum  was  inadmissible,  its  admission  was  a 
harmless  error,  in  view  of  the  testimony  which  the  witness  had 
already  given  without  objection. 

^  It  was  not  error  to  permit  an  old  resident  and  manufacturer  who 
was  somewhat  familiar  with  the  market  price  of  outlying  lots,  or 
an  architect  or  engineer  who  was  reasonably  familiar  with  the 
market  price  of  lots,  or  a  merchant  who  was  treasurer  of  a  local 
building  and  loan  association  and  had  been  alderman,  to  give  his 
opinion  as  to  the  value  of  the  land  taken;  nor  to  aUow  the  plaintiff 
to  prove  the  net  profits  therefrom,  when  cultivated  as  a  market 
garden. 
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7.  The  selling  price  of  other  lands  is  admissible  on  the  question  of  dam- 

ages if  the  similarity  in  situation  is  near  enough  to  afford  some 
material  assistance  to  the  jury  in  determining  the  value  of  the 
land  in  controversy,  the  limits  within  which  such  evidence  may  be 
given  being  very  much  in  the  discretion  of  the  trial  court 

8.  An  instruction  that  there  had  been  sales  of  other  property  in  the 

neighborhood,  and  within  a  few  years  of  the  time  of  this  sale, — 
some  more  remote  and  some  closer;  that "  if  there  was  property  sold 
on  the  market  exactly  similar  to  this  in  all  respects  that  would  be 
the  best  possible  criterion  as  to  the  market  value  of  this  property; " 
that  no  claim  was  made  that  any  property  exactly  similarly  situ- 
ated was  sold  at  exactly  the  same  time;  and  that  in  determining 
the  weight  to  be  given  to  other  saJes  ''you  must  consider  all  the 
elements  of  similarity  in  situation  and  time,  and  dissimilarity,  and 
determine  how  far  they  go  to  establish  what  would  be  a  fair  mar- 
ket value  for  this  x>articular  property,  at  the  particular  time  in 
question,*'  is  field  not  to  have  been  erroneous. 


>  • 


Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Brown 
county:  S.  D.  BLa^stings,  Je.,  Circuit  Judge.  Affirmed.  A 
motion  by  the  respondents  to  dismiss  the  appeal  was  denied. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief  of 
Howard  Morris  and  Thos.  H.  Giilj  and  for  the  respondents 
on  that  of  O.  G,  (&  C.  IT.  Sedgwick  and  Timlin  <&  Glicksman, 

Counsel  for  the  appellant  contended,  inter  alia,  that  the 
damages  arising  from  a  negligent  construction  of  the  rail- 
road, and  in  this  instance  from  a  negligent  or  careless  exca- 
vation, are  wholly  separate  and  distinct  from  damages  for 
the  taking  or  injury  to  the  balance  of  the  tract  caused 
thereby,  and  cannot  be  recovered  in  the  condemnation  suit. 
It  is  not  the  taking  of  the  strip  for  right  of  way  which  ren- 
ders insecure  the  other  property,  but  the  fact  that,  after  the 
taking,  an  improper  construction  or  operation  of  the  road 
causes  injury  to  other  lands.  I/i/on  v,  G.  B.  &  M,  R,  Co,  42 
Wis.  543;  NeOaon  v.  CI,  M.  <&  N.  W,  li.  Co.  58  id.  523; 
BooiMy  v.A.dtK  R,  Co.  51  Me.  318;  3  Elliott,  Eailroads, 
§  1005,  and  cases  cited.  He  who  offers  testimony  of  the 
selling  price  of  other  lands  must  show  that  the  lands  sold 

Vol.100  — 14 
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were  similar  in  locality  and  character  to  the  lands  sought 
to  be  condemned,  and  the  sales  must  not  be  too  remote  in 
point  of  time.  6  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  619 ;  Watson  v. 
Jf.SM.H.  Co.  67  Wis.  332,  349;  Washburn  v.  M.  <&  Z.  W. 
B.  Co.  59  id.  364,  377;  Atkinson  v.  C.  db  N.  W.  E.  Co.  93 
id.  362;  Uniacke  v.  (7.,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  67  id.  108, 114; 
ChamMer  v.  Jannaica  Pond  Aqueduct  Corp.  122  Mass.  307. 

To  the  point  that  evidence  showing  depth  of  excavation 
or  height  of  banks,  and  that  the  land  outside  the  right  of 
way  is  apt  to  cave  in  or  needs  a  retaining  wall  for  its  sup- 
port, is  not  probative  of  negligent  construction,  but  bears 
upon  the  condition  of  and  damage  to  the  residue  left  after 
taking  the  part  needed  for  the  road,  coimsel  for  the  respond- 
ents cited  Price  v.  M,  <&  St.  P.  JR.  Co.  27  Wis.  98;  TAomjh 
son  V.  M.  (&  St.  P.  R.  Co.  id.  93;  Manson  v.  Boston^  163 
Mass.  479;  Taylor  v.  Kansas  (My  C.  R.  Co.  38  Mo.  App.  668; 
Bavrd  ^).  SchuylkHZ  R.  E.  S.  R.  Co.  154  Pa.  St.  459 ;  Lasala  v. 
Holbrooh^  4  Paige,  169 ;  Richart  v.  Scottj  7  Watts,  460 ;  Steven- 
son V.  Wallace^  27  Grat.  77;  Kersey  v.  SchvylJciU  River  E.  S. 
R.  Co.  133  Pa.  St.  234;  FeUowes  v.  Nefw  Haoen^  44  Conn. 
240 ;  Orth  v.  Mihoauhee,  92  Wis.  232 ;  White  v.  Foxboroughy 
151  Mass.  28;  Raddiff's  Ex'rs  v.  BrooUyn,  4  N.  Y.  195,  200; 
Hendricks  v.  Spring  YaUey  M.<&  I.  Co.  58  Cal.  190. 

Cassoday,  0.  J.  This  cause  was  tried  on  an  appeal  from 
the  award  of  commissioners  appointed  to  appraise  the  value 
of  the  lands  described,  in  the  city  of  Manitowoc,  and  taken 
by  the  defendant  for  its  railroad  right  of  way.  The  lands 
taken  and  damaged  by  the  construction  of  the  road  consist  of 
a  nearly  triangular  piece,  containing  about  eight  and  one-half 
acres,  just  within  the  western  city  limits,  between  the  ceme- 
tery on  the  north  and  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway 
right  of  way  on  the  south ;  the  same  being  very  narrow  at 
the  westerly  end,  and  widening  out  as  it  ran  easterly.  The 
road  was  built  almost  through  the  center  from  west  to  east^ 
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the  track  was  laid  in  a  deep  cut  at  the  west  end.  The 
right  of  W87  taken  was  200  feet  wide  for  a  distance  of  about 
500  feet  and  100  feet  wide  through  the  remainder  of  the 
land,  a  distance  of  about  800  feet.  The  right  of  way  took 
about  two  and  one-ninth  acres  of  land.  The  plaintiffs  bought 
the  land  from  the  city  in  1882,  and  had  improved  and  used 
it  as  a  truck  or  market  garden.  It  sloped  from  the  high 
cemetery  hill  on  the  north  to  the  southeast,  and  was  com- 
posed of  a  warm  soil  (fir  loam  adapted  to  the  raising  of  vege- 
tables. The  subsoil  was  gravel,  sand,  and  clay  at  different 
places.  The  cut  through  this  land  made  by  the  company 
was  about  thirty  feet  deep  at  the  west  end,  and  gradually 
came  to  the  surface  at  the  easterly  side  of  the  tract.  The 
entire  tract  was  on  a  side  hill  of  gradual  slope  to  the  south, 
and  the  difference  between  the  highest  and  lowest  points 
was  about  fifty  feet.  There  was  on  the  land  2,600  feet  blind 
drainage,  750  feet  open  drains,  1,110  feet  blind  drains,  and 
100  feet  open  ditch.  There  was  a  raspberry  bed  within  the 
limits  of  the  right  of  way  in  part,  and  two  asparagus  beds, — 
five  sixths  of  one  was  in  the  right  of  way,  and  the  whole  of 
the  other.  There  were  wells  or  stop  boxes  which  were  both 
reservoirs  and  outlets  for  the  drainage,  and  so  arranged  that 
the  water  could  be  backed  into  the  ground,  or  let  run  out 
from  these  boxes.  Some  of  these  covered  drains  were  con- 
structed of  lumber,  and  others  of  tile.  Black  soil  was  the 
upper  soil,  and  the  lower  soil  was  gravel  in  part,  and  quick- 
sand  in  part,  and  clay.  There  were  hotbeds  on  the  land, — 
125  windows  five  feet  long  and  four  feet  wide,  125  windows 
four  feet  long  and  five  feet  wide,  which  rested  on  planks. 
Eighty-four  of  the  windows  were  heated  by  steam.  There 
was  a  well  on  the  land  eighteen  feet  deep  and  of  stone,  two 
pumps  in  it,  one  to  the  boiler  and  one  to  the  greenhouse ;  a 
fence  inclosing  the  whole  tract ;  three  asparagus  beds,  each 
2,000  square  feet,  and  500  plants  in  a  bed.  It  required  three 
years  before  the  bed  was  in  condition  to  be  utilized.    Two 
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of  the  asparagus  beds  were  five  years  old,  and  one  was  two 
years  old.  There  was  also  a  greenhouse  or  hothouse  100 
feet  long  and  160  feet  wide,  constructed  of  wood,  glass,  and 
posts;  also  boiler-house  fourteen  by  sixteen  feet,  having  a 
steam  boiler  six  or  seven  feet  high  and  thirty  to  thirty-four 
inches  wide. 

At  the  close  of  the  testimony  the  jury  returned  a  general 
verdict  in  favor  of  the  plaintiffs,  and  assessed  their  damages 
at  $9,000.  From  the  judgment  entered  thereon,  April  10, 
1897,  the  defendant  appeals. 

1.  It  appears  that  August  4, 1897,  an  execution  was  issued 
on  the  judgment  against  the  defendant,  and  returned  wholly 
unsatisfied ;  that  thereupon  a  receiver  of  all  the  property  of 
the  defendant,  under  sec.  3216,  R.  S.  1878,  was  appointed, 
with  the  usual  rights  and  powers ;  that  the  defendant  was 
an  insolvent  corporation.  For  these  reasons,  the  plaintiffs 
insist  that  the  defendant,  as  a  moribund  corporation,  could 
not  appeal,  and  hence  they  move  to  dismiss  the  appeal. 
The  statute  provides  that  "  whenever  any  corporation  shall 
have  remained  insolvent,  or  shall  have  neglected  or  refused 
to  pay  and  discharge  its  notes  or  other  evidences  of  debt, 
or  shaU  have  suspended  its  ordinary  and  lawful  business  for 
one  whole  year,  it  shall  be  deemed  to  have  surrendered  the 
rights,  privileges  and  franchises  granted  or  acquired  under 
any  law,  and  shall  be  adjudged  to  be  dissolved."  R.  S. 
1878,  sec.  1763.  It  is  enough  to  say  that  neither  this  section, 
nor  any  other  section  of  the  statute,  makes  such  insolvency 
and  receivership  to  operate  ipso  facto  to  dissolve  the  corpo- 
ration, but  simply  declares  an  efficient  cause  for  adjudging 
a  dissolution  in  a  proper  action.  Strong  v.  MoGaggy  55  Wis. 
624;  Sleeper  v.  Goodwin,  67  Wis.  577;  Gombes  v.  Keyea,  89 
Wis.  309.  We  must  refuse  to  dismiss  the  appeal  upon  the 
ground  mentioned. 

Nor  can  we  dismiss  the  appeal  on  the  ground  that  the  de- 
fendant was  allowed  to  withdraw  the  undertaking  served 
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with  the  notice  of  appeal  and  substitute  a  new  one.  That 
undertaking  was,  in  effect,  to  pay  the  judgment,  if  affirmed, 
as  well  as  the  costs  and  damages,  if  any,  on  the  appeal.  It 
was  sufficient  to  give  the  court  jurisdiction  under  the  stat- 
ute.  E.  S.  1878,  sec.  3052.  The  fact  that  it  was  very  much 
broader  than  that  section  required  did  not  prevent  it  from 
being  good  under  that  section.  Since  the  court  got  juris- 
diction by  the  appeal  thus  taken,  it  was  competent  for  this 
court  to  allow  the  first  undertaking  to  be  withdrawn  and  a 
new  one  substituted,  as  was  done.    E.  S.  1878,  sec.  3068. 

The  motion  to  dismiss  the  appeal  is  denied,  with  $10  costs 
of  motion. 

2.  Error  is  assigned  because  the  court  refused  to  strike 
out  testimony,  given  without  objection,  to  the  effect  that 
the  deep  cut  would  cave  in  and  injure  the  adjacent  land  of 
the  plaintiffs  not  taken.  There  is  no  ground  for  claiming 
that  such  evidence  tended  to  prove  negligent  construction. 
Such  error  must  be  deemed  overruled. 

3.  The  assignment  of  error  for  the  admission  of  alleged 
hearsay  evidence  as  to  the  value  of  other  lots  is  without  sub- 
stantial-merit. The  witness  was  the  agent  for  the  sale  of 
real  estate  about  sixty  rods  distant  from  the  land  in  ques- 
tion; and  after  having  testified  that  he  was  acquainted  with 
the  market  value  of  lots  in  the  vicinity,  and  that  he  had 
made  some  sales,  and  what  the  market  price  of  lots  was,  he 
farther  testified  that  he  had  a  scale  of  prices  of  the  same, 
and  gave  his  opinion  that  such  prices  were  the  market  values 
of  sach  lots;  and  thereupon  such  memorandum  was  offered 
and  received  in  evidence,  against  objection.  We  cannot  re- 
gard  such  evidence  as  hearsay.  Even  if  the  memorandum 
was  erroneously  admitted,  yet,  in  view  of  the  testimony 
which  the  witness  has  already  given  without  objection,  it 
was  harmless  error. 

4.  So,  we  must  overrule  the  error  assigned  because  an  old 
resident  and  manufacturer,  who  testified  that  he  was  some- 
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what  familiar  with  the  usual  market  price  of  outlying  lots 
in  the  city,  was  allowed  to  give  his  opinion  as  to  value.  The 
same  was  true  of  an  architect  and  engineer  who  was  rea- 
sonably familiar  with  the  market  price  of  lots  and  lands ; 
also  a  merchant  and  treasurer  of  the  Manitowoc  Building  & 
Loan  Association,  and  who  had  been  an  alderman.  It  is 
conceded  that  a  very  liberal  rule  of  evidence  prevails  in 
proving  the  market  value  of  lands — especially  lands  situated 
and  used  and  cultivated  as  these  were.  It  must  be  so  from 
the  very  nature  of  such  property.  Moore  v.  01,  M.  <fe  St.  P. 
JS.  Co.  78  Wis.  124.  We  perceive  no  error  in  allowing  the 
plaintiffs  to  prove  the  net  profits  from  the  lands  in  question. 

6.  Error  is  assigned  because  the  court  admitted  testimony 
tending  to  prove  the  selling  prices  of  other  lands  not  sim- 
ilarly situated.  From  the  very  nature  of  the  case,  no  two 
pieces  of  land  can  be  exactly  alike.  If  the  similarity  is  near 
enough  to  afford  some  material  assistance  to  the  jury  in  de- 
termining the  value  of  the  land  in  controversy,  then  such 
selling  prices  would  seem  to  be  admissible.  If,  on  the  con- 
trary, they  are  so  dissimilar  as  to  mislead  or  prejudice  the 
jury,  then  they  are  inadmissible.  Pierce  v.  Boston^  164  Mass. 
92;  Lymcm  v.  Boston^  164  Mass.  99;  Patch  v.  BostoUy  146 
Mass.  52.  "The  limits  within  which  evidence  of  such  sales 
may  be  given  are  very  much  in  the  discretion  of  the  trial 
court''     Wateon  v.  M.  <&  M.  B.  Oo.  57  Wis.  832. 

6.  In  harmony  with  these  adjudications,  the  court  charged 
the  jury  that "  there  has  been  evidence  of  sales  of  other  prop- 
erty in  the  neighborhood,  and  within  a  few  years  of  the  time 
of  this  sale, — some  more  remote,  and  some  closer.  Now,  if 
there  was  property  sold  on  the  market  exactly  similar  to 
this  in  all  respects,  that  would  be  the  best  possible  criterion 
as  to  the  market  value  of  this  property.  It  doesn't  appear, 
and  it  is  not  claimed,  that  any  property  was  sold  at  exactly 
the  same  time, — that  was  exactly  similarly  situated,  or  sold 
at  exactly  the  same  time.    Now,  in  determining  the  weight 
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and  effect  that  is  to  be  given  to  other  sales  as  established  by 
the  testimony,  you  must  consider  all  the  elements  of  sim- 
ilarity in  situation  and  time,  and  dissimilarity^  and  deter- 
mine how  far  they  go  to  establish  what  would  be  a  fair 
market  value  for  this  particular  property,  at  the  particular 
time  in  question."  The  exceptions  to  these  portions  of  the 
charge  are  overruled. 

We  find  no  reversible  error  in  the  record. 

By  the  Cowrt. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


Bbsttienoboss,  Respondent,  vs.  Fabb,  imp..  Appellant       jioS       215 

May  $6 — June  iS,  1S98. 

Negotiable  instrumerUa:  Accommodation  indorser:  Parol  emdenee. 

One  who  in  fact  signed  or  indorsed  commercial  paper  for  the  accom- 
modation of  another  may  show  that  fact  by  parol,  in  an  action 
brought  against  him  by  such  other. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Price 
county:  John  K.  Fakisu,  Circuit  Judge.    JSeversed. 

For  the.  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Wickha/m  <b  FarVj 
and  oral  argument  by  James  Wickham. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  M.  Barry. 

WiNSLow,  J.  This  is  an  action  brought  by  the  second  in* 
dorser  of  a  promissory  note  against  Ensign,  the  maker,  and 
FoTTy  the  first  indorser,  thereof;  the  second  indorser  having 
paid  the  note  on  account  of  the  failure  of  the  maker  to  pay 
the  same.  The  appellant,  Farr^  answered  admitting  his  in- 
dorsementy  but  alleging  that  he  indorsed  it  without  consider- 
ation, solely  at  the  request  and  for  the  accommodation  of 
the  plaintiff,  and  introduoed  evidence  tending  to  show  that 
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fact.  The  court,  however,  directed  a  verdict  for  the  plaint- 
iflf,  apparently  on  the  ground  that  it  was  not  competent  to 
prove  by  parol  that  Fa^rr  was  an  accommodation  indorser. 
This  was  error.  It  is  well  settled  that  one  who  in  fact  signed 
or  indorsed  commercial  paper  for  the  accommodation  of  an- 
other may  show  that  fact  by  parol,  in  an  action  brought 
against  him  by  such  other.  Kid  v.  Ohoate,  92  Wis.  517; 
Story,  Prom.  Notes,  §  479 ;  2  Jones,  Ev.  §  509.  The  question 
whether  JFa/rr  indorsed  the  paper  for  the  accommodation  of 
the  plaintiff  should  have  beei^  submitted  to  the  jury. 

jffy  the  Court. —  Judgment  reversed,  and  action  remanded 
for  a  new  trial. 


Sanborn,  Appellant,  vs.  Knight,  Eespondent. 

May  IBS — June  SS,  1898. 

Publio  lands:  Preemption:  Cancellation  by  subsequent  acts, 

A  pre-emptor,  after  filing  a  declaratory  statement  covering  one  tract 
of  land,  wholly  abandoned  his  pretended  settlement  and  alleged 
pre-emption  claim  thereon,  and  filed  a  subsequent  or  amended  state- 
ment covering  another  tract,  upon  which  he  actuaUy  settled,  and 
of  which  he  obtained  a  patent  as  a  pre^mptor.  Heldy  that  such 
acts  operated  as  a  cancellation  or  relinquishment  of  the  first  de- 
claratory statement,  and  restored  the  publio  character  of  the  landa 
covered  thereby. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Ashland 
county:  O.  B.  "Wyman,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  to  recover  damages  for  the  alleged  breach  of  cer- 
tain covenants  contained  in  a  deed  of  conveyance  of  the 
southwest  quarter  of  the  northwest  quarter  of  section  35, 
town  48  N.,  range  4  W.,  in  Ashland  county,  made  by  the 
defendant  to  James  8.  and  F.  L.  Sanborn,  November  17, 1887- 
The  deed  contained  the  ordinary  covenants.  The  complaint 
charged  the  breach  of  each  and  all  of  them.    The  purchase 
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price  of  the  premises  was  $6,000,  $3,000  of  which  was  paid 
down,  and  the  balance  secured  by  the  note  and  mortgage  of 
the  pm'chasers  for  that  sum,  which  was  subsequently  paid. 
F.  L.  Sanborn,  one  of  the  covenantees,  transferred  and  con- 
veyed to  the  plaintiff,  James  S.  Sanborn^  all  his  right,  title, 
and  interest  in  the  premises,  and  in  and  to  the  benefits  of  the 
covenants  contained  in  the  deed. 

It  is  alleged  that  the  plaintiff  and  his  partner,  F.  L.  San- 
bom,  entered  upon  the  premises  in  good  faith,  under  the 
said  deed ;  but  that  at  the  time  of  the  execution  and  deliv- 
ery thereof,  and  for  many  years  prior  thereto,  said  land  had 
been  held  in  the  possession  of,  and  owned  by,  the  United 
States  under  a  better  and  superior  title;  and  that  thereupon 
the  plaintiff  and  his  partner  withdrew  from  and  left  said 
premises,  and  had  not  since  been  thereon  claiming  posses- 
sion thereof.  The  plaintiff  alleged  breaches  of  each  and  all 
of  the  covenants  contained  in  the  deed,  and  averred  that  the 
defendant  was  not  well  seised  of  the  premises  as  covenanted 
in  the  deed  at  the  time  of  the  execution  thereof,  and  was  not 
the  rightful  owner  thereof,  but  that  the  same  was  then,  and 
for  a  long  time  prior  thereto  had  been,  exclusively  owned 
by  the  United  States ;  and  it  was  alleged  generally  that  the 
defendant  had  broken  all  the  covenants  contained  in  said 
deed,  and  always  failed,  neglected,  and  refused,  and  still  did 
neglect  and  refuse,  to  perform  or  make  good  any  of  the  cov- 
enants contained  therein ;  and  damages  were  claimed  in  the 
sum  of  $7,830.66  and  interest. 

To  show  that  the  defendant  was  not  seised  of  the  prem- 
ises in  question  at  the  time  of  the  execution  and  delivery  of 
the  deed,  it  was  alleged  and  proved  that  March  10,  1856, 
Joseph  La  Pointe,  under  and  pursuant  to  the  pre-emption 
laws  of  the  United  States,  made  and  filed  in  the  United 
States  land  ofSce  in  the  district  in  which  said  land  was  situ- 
ated, a  declaratory  pre-emption  statement,  alleging  settle- 
ment upon  said  land  on  January  1, 1856;  and  it  was  claimed 
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that  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  this  action  said 
pre-emption  filing  had  not  been  canceled  of  record;  that 
about  the  year  1889  the  defendant  made  a  claim  of  right  to 
purchase  said  land  from  the  United  States,  and  thereafter 
prosecuted  his  claim  in  the  land  department  of  the  United 
States  to  a  final  determination.  The  defendant,  by  way  of 
answer,  alleged  and  proved  that  neither  the  grantees  in  his 
said  deed  nor  the  plaintiff  were  ever  in  any  manner  disturbed 
in  their  possession  of  said  premises  taken  under  the  same, 
and  that  the  defendant  duly  purchased  whatever  title  or 
claim  to  said  premises  the  United  States  might  have  pos- 
sessed, if  any,  and  that  the  same  was  duly  granted  and  con- 
veyed to  this  defendant  by  letters  patent  of  the  United 
States  duly  executed  under  date  of  November  21, 1896,  and 
recorded  in  Ashland  county  registry  December  7, 1896. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  testimony,  the  court,  on  motion 
of  the  defendant,  directed  a  verdict  in  his  favor,  upon  which 
judgment  was  entered  against  the  plaintiff,  dismissing  his 
ooraplaint  with  costs,  from  which  he  appealed. 

The  tract  in  question  was  within  ten  miles  of  the  line  of 
the  Wisconsin  Central  Railroad,  and  in  the  place  limits  of 
the  grant  to  that  company,  under  the  act  of  Congress  of  May 
5,  1864,  and  also  within  the  fifteen-mile  or  "indemnity" 
limits  of  the  grant  made  by  the  act  of  June  3, 1856  (11  Stats, 
at  Large,  20).  It  was  not  disputed  but  that  the  state  legis- 
lature, by  divers  acts,  granted  these  lands  to  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Eailroad  Company  on  condition  that  it  should  build 
the  required  railroad,  or  that  it  did  in  fact  construct  the 
road  within  the  time  limited,  and  become  entitled  to  the 
lands  applicable  thereto,  under  the  third  section  of  the  act 
of  1864;  nor  but  that  the  state  thereupon,  by  its  deed  of 
conveyance  executed  by  the  governor  as  the  statute  directed, 
on  the  25th  of  February,  1884,  conveyed  the  land  in  ques- 
tion to  the  Central  Company  with  other  lands  granted  in 
like  manner;  nor  but  that  whatever  claim  to  the  tract,  if 
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any,  might  have  arisen  in  favor  of  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul, 
Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Bailway  Company  by  the  construc- 
tion of  the  road  required  by  such  first  section  by  its  prede- 
cessor or  itself,  was  relinquished  to  the  Central  Company 
in  an  agreement  between  the  two  companies  for  an  adjust- 
ment of  the  questions  arising  from  the  overlap  of  the  two 
grants  near  Lake  Superior,  evidenced  by  an  instrument  in 
writing  filed  with  the  governor  before  the  execution  by  him 
of  the  deed  on  the  part  of  the  state  to  the  Wisconsin  Cen- 
tral Company;  and  it  was  shown  that  the  said  lands  were 
conveyed  to  the  defendant  by  deed  of  the  Wisconsin  Cen- 
tral Company  of  June  1, 1887. 

The  defendant,  who  had  bought  a  section  and  a  half  of 
land  from  the  Wisconsin  Central  Company,  including  the 
tract  in  question,  soon  thereafter,  under  the  act  of  March  3, 
1887  (24  Stats,  at  Large,  556),  made  application,  as  a  pur- 
chaser in  good  faith  from  the  railroad  company,  to  buy  the 
same  from  the  United  States;  and  his  application,  though 
filed  before  any  homestead  entry  on  his  land,  was  contested 
by  persons  who  purposed  to  make,  or  subsequently  did  make, 
such  homestead  entries,  and  though  at  first  granted  in  Jan- 
uary, 1890,  by  the  land  officers  at  Ashland,  was  litigated  on 
appeal  by  the  parties  in  interest  before  the  commissioner  of 
the  general  land  office  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for 
years,  and  until  it  was  decided  by  the  supreme  court  of  the 
TJnited  States  that  the  lands  in  question  passed  by  the  grant 
of  May  5, 1864,  and  became  the  property  of  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Eailroad  Company  by  the  acts  and  deed  of  the  state 
already  mentioned.  Wis.  Cent  JS.  Co.  v.  Forsythey  159  U.  S.  46. 
Subsequently,  on  the  29th  of  August,  1896,  said  KnigMa  ap- 
plication to  purchase  said  lands  under  the  act  of  Congress 
aforesaid  was  allowed,  and  he  was  held  to  have  been  a  hona 
fide  purchaser  of  the  same,  within  the  meaning  of  the  said 
act  of  Congress.  Pursuant  to  such  decision,  he  made  pay- 
ment for  the  lands  in  question  in  section  35,  for  which  cash 
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entry  certificates  were  issued  to  him,  and  approved  for  pat- 
enting;  and  November  21, 1896,  a  patent  was  issued  for  said 
lands,  in  due  form,  by  the  United  States,  to  the  said  JoJm 
S.  Knighty  and  was  given  in  evidence  on  the  trial. 

The  plaintiff  relied  upon  the  pre-emption  declaratory  state- 
ment filed  March  10,  18&6,  by  Joseph  La  Pointe,  to  prove 
a  want  of  seisin  in  the  defendant  at  the  time  he  made  his 
conveyance,  and  that  the  lands  in  question  were  thereby 
excepted  from  the  operation  of  said  railroad  grant.  Whit- 
ney V.  TayloTj  158  U.  S.  85.  And  the  defendant,  in  answer 
to  these  claims,  produced  testimony  to  show  that  this  de- 
claratory statement  had  been  canceled  in  fact  and  in  law ; 
that  Joseph  La  Pointe,  who  filed  it,  never  made  any  settle- 
ment whatever  upon  the  land  mentioned  in  said  statement, 
never  inhabited  or  improved  it,  nor  did  any  work  upon  it, 
nor  did  he  erect  any  dwelling  thereon.  And  it  was  proved 
that,  during  the  same  spring  said  declaratory  statement  was 
filed,  La  Pointe  moved  across  Chequamegon  Bay,  made  there 
an  actual  settlement  upon  a  tract  of  public  land  (the  north- 
west quarter  of  section  17,  township  47,  range  4  "W.,  on  the 
Sioux  river),  and  then  filed  a  subsequent  or  amended  declara- 
tory statement,  on  the  23d  of  May,  1856,  alleging,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  fact,  settlement  thereon  on  the  20th  of  that 
month,  and  June  29,  1857,  proved  up,  paid  the  purchase 
money,  and  obtained  his  patent  for  that  land  as  a  pre-emptor. 

Charles  S.  Carter  and  W.  J,  Tv/mevy  for  the  appellant. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Wm.  F.  VUaa^  of 
counsel,  and  J.  J.  MUes^  attorney,  and  oral  argument  by 
Mr.  VUas, 

PiNNBT,  J.  The  claim  that  the  grant  of  May  5,  1864, 
through  which  the  defendant  claimed  title  to  the  single  tract 
of  land  in  question,  under  the  Wisconsin  Central  Eailroad 
Company,  never  attached  to  the  land,  by  reason  of  the  de- 
claratory statement  of  Joseph  La  Pointe,  filed  March  10, 1856, 
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is  wholly  destitute  of  merit.  This  claim  or  filing  does  not 
appear  to  have  been  pursued  or  acted  on  by  any  one.  It 
clearly  appears  that  La  Pointe  never  made  any  settlement 
whatever  upon  the  land  mentioned  in  it,  never  inhabited  or 
improved  it,  or  did  any  work  on  it,  and  never  erected  any 
dwelling  thereon.  It  appears  that  he  never  did  anything 
upon  or  in  relation  to  the  land  to  fulfill  the  requirements  of 
the  law.  The  clear  and  satisfactory  evidence  produced  at 
the  trial  disposes  of  all  contention  or  room  for  it  founded 
on  the  document  in  question.  After  filing  this  document, 
and  during  the  same  spring,  La  Pointe  wholly  abandoned 
his  pretended  settlement  and  alleged  pre-emption  claim.  He 
moved  across  the  Chequamegon  Bay,  taking  with  him  his 
family,  and  made  there  an  actual  settlement  and  entry  upon 
the  northwest  quarter  of  section  17,  township  49,  range  4  W., 
on  the  Sioux  river,  and  then  filed  a  subsequent  or  amended 
declaratory  statement.  May  23, 1856,  alleging,  in  accordance 
with  the  truth,  settlement  on  the  20th  of  that  month,  and 
afterwards,  on  June  29,  1857,  proved  up,  paid  the  purchase 
money  for  the  quarter  section  named,  and  obtained  his  patent 
for  that  land  as  a  pre-emptor.  This  was  an  absolute  abandon- 
ment and  surrender  of  all  pretensions  or  claims  under  the 
declaratory  statement  filed  on  March  10, 1856,  and  operated 
as  a  cancellation  or  relinquishment  of  it.  The  law  allows 
but  one  pre-emption  right,  and  but  one  pre-emption  claim 
also,  to  one  person.  E.  S.  of  U.  S.  sec.  2261.  The  second 
claim,  however,  is  allowed  in  proper  cases,  and  it  is  some- 
times called  an  amendment  of  the  first.  In  re  Young^  1 
Land  Dec.  Dep.  Int.  443 ;  In  re  Wals\  6  Land  Dec.  Dep. 
Int.  168.  It  seems  impossible  to  mistake  the  effect  of  the 
second  proceeding  upon  La  Pointers  first  declaratory  state- 
ment. It  utterly  destroyed  it,  substituting  for  the  land  de- 
scribed in  it  an  entirely  different  tract.  Amacker  v.  iV^.  P. 
jR.  Co.  15  U.  S.  App.  279,  58  Fed.  Rep.  850. 
We  think,  therefore,  that  the  point  of  exception  from  the 
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grant  of  lands  in  question  by  reason  of  the  declaratory  state- 
ment of  Joseph  La  Pointe  of  March  10, 1856,  wholly  fails, 
and  that  the  plaintiff  and  F.  L.  Sanborn,  by  the  conveyance 
to  them  from  the  defendant,  acquired  a  valid  title  and  be- 
came lawfully  seised  of  the  premises  in  question  in  fee  simple 
before  the  plaintiff  began  the  present  action.  No  cause  of 
action,  therefore,  for  breach  of  the  covenant  of  seisin  existed 
against  the  defendant.  The  defendant's  grantees  obtained 
possession  or  seisin  in  fact  of  the  premises,  and  possessed  and 
enjoyed  them  under  their  deed.  They  had  not,  when  this 
action  was  commenced,  been  evicted  by  paramount  title, 
either  actually  or  constructively,  from  any  part  of  the  prem- 
ises, and  no  breach  of  the  covenant  of  seisin  contained  in 
the  defendant's  deed  to  the  plaintiff  and  F.  L.  Sanborn  had 
occurred. 

For  these  reasons,  the  plaintiff  was  not  entitled  to  recover, 
and  the  verdict  in  favor  of  the  defendant  was  rightly  di- 
rected,  and  judgment  given  in  his  favor. 

By  the  Cov/rt. —  The  judgment  <rf  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 

Mabshall,  J.  So  far  as  the  opinion  of  the  court  may  be 
read  as  holding  that  the  railroad  grant  attached  to  the  land 
in  question  because  Joseph  La  Pointe  did  not  do  those  things 
requisite  to  mate  his  preemption  filing  effectual,  independ- 
ent  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  filing  by  taking  other  lands  in 
lieu  of  those  covered  by  it,  I  cannot  concur.  Probably  it 
was  not  intended  to  say  that  the  mere  neglect  by  La  Pointe 
to  comply  with  the  pre-emption  law,  so  long  as  his  filing 
was  actually  of  record,  would  leave  the  land  open  to  the 
grant.  But  if  so  intended,  it  is,  in  my  view,  directly  con- 
trary to  the  decision  of  the  supreme  court  of  the  United 
States  in  Whitney  v.  Taylor^  158  U.  S.  85,  where  Mr.  Justice 
Bbeweb,  discussing  the  subject,  said,  in  effect,  that  wher- 
ever on  the  records  of  the  local  land  ofice,  there  was  a 
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claim  on  the  part  of  an  individual  nnder  the  homestead  or 
pre-emption  laws,  recognized  by  the  officers  of  the  govern- 
ment, and  not  canceled  or  set  aside,  the  tract  in  respect  to 
which  such  claim  existed  was  excepted  from  a  railroad  land 
grant  containing  the  ordinary  exception  clause,  notwith- 
standing the  claim  was  not  enforceable  and  was  subject  to 
cancellation  by  the  government,  either  upon  its  own  sug- 
gestion or  upon  the  application  of  other  parties ;  and  fur- 
ther, in  effect,  that  the  existence  of  a  homestead  entry,  or  a 
declaratory  statement  under  the  pre-emption  laws,  operated 
to  take  the  particular  land  affected  thereby  out  from  the 
mass  of  public  lands  and  give  it  such  private  character  as 
to  except  it  from  the  operation  of  a  railroad  grant. 

I  concur  fully  with  what  is  said  by  the  court  to  the  effect 
that  the  taking  of  other  lands  by  La  Pointe,  after  the  filing 
of  his  declaratory  statement,  and  in  lieu  of  the  lands  de- 
scribed therein,  before  the  withdrawal  of  lands  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  railroad  grant,  effectually  canceled  such  declar- 
atory statement,  and  so  restored  the  public  character  of  the 
lands  described  therein  as  to  leave  them  subject  to  the  oper- 
ation of  such  grant 
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ents,  vs.  "Williams,  Appellant. 

May  26— June  23, 1898. 

Chattel  mortgagee:  Tenante  in  common:  Wrongful  eaJe  by  cotenant: 

Eemediee. 

1.  'Where  each  of  two  parties  holds  a  promissory  note,  secured  by  a 
chattel  mortgage  rtmning  to  both  jointly,  the  situation  is  the  same 
between  them  as  if  each  held  a  chattel  mortgage  on  an  nndlTlded 
interest  in  the  chattel  property  to  secure  the  payment  of  the  note 
held  by  him;  and  in  case  of  default  in  payment  of  the  notes  the^ 
two  become  tenants  in  common  of  such  property. 
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2.  Where  two  persons  are  tenants  in  common  of  personal  property 
under  a  chattel  mortgage  neither  can  maintain  replevin  against 
the  other  to  recover  such  property,  or  against  the  mortgagee  for 
delivering  the  property  to  such  other,  or  legally  sell  any  interest 
therein,  except  his  own,  without  the  consent  of  his  cotenant 

8L  If  one  tenant  in  common  of  chattel  property  sells  the  whole  thereof 
without  the  consent  of  his  cotenant,  the  latter  may  recover  of  the 
seller,  as  a  wrongdoer,  his  undivided  interest  in  such  property,  or 
may  still  claim  such  interest  as  a  cotenant  with  the  vendee^ 
[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Ashland 
county:  John  K.  Parish,  Circuit  Judge.    Heversed. 

Action  of  replevin  against  W.  Armstrong  and  D.  A.  Will- 
iams for  a  hack,  span  of  horses,  and  set  of  double  harness. 
The  complaint  is  in  the  usual  form.  During  the  progress  of 
the  trial  a  nonsuit  was  granted  as  to  Williams.  Thereafter, 
it  being  agreed  that  the  only  question  of  fact  in  dispute  was 
the  value  of  the  property,  that  was  submitted  to  the  jury 
and  resulted  in  a  verdict  of  $700.  Thereafter  the  court  filed 
findings  of  fact  in  substance  as  follows: 

June  23, 1894,  Armstrong  gave  a  chattel  mortgage  on  the 
property  to  T.  C.  Smith  and  D.  A.  Williams,  to  secure  pay- 
ment of  a  note  of  $556.75  to  said  Smith  or  order,  and  a  note 
of  $300  to  said  Williams  or  order,  each  bearing  interest  at 
eight  per  cent,  per  annum,  which  mortgage  was  duly  filed. 
Both  notes  were  past  due  and  wholly  unpaid  before  the  action 
was  commenced,  and  the  one  payable  to  said  Smith,  and  the 
interest  in  the  chattel  mortgage  securing  the  same,  were, 
for  value,  before  such  time,  transferred  to  plaintiffs,  who 
are  still  such  owners.  October  18, 1894,  both  notes  being 
past  due,  plaintiffs  demanded  of  Armstrong  possession  of 
the  mortgaged  property,  with  which  he  agreed  to  comply, 
but  later  refused,  whereupon  an  action  of  replevin  was 
brought  therefor.  Thereafter  Armstrong,  colluding  with 
Williams  to  defraud  plaintiffs,  delivered  the  property  to 
Williams,  who  participated  in  the  fraudulent  scheme,  where- 
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upon  plamtijBTs  discontinued  the  aotion  against  Armstrong, 
and  commenced  this  one  against  both  Armstrong  and  Will- 
iams. The  property  was  deUvered  to  plaintiffs  pending  the 
termination  of  the  action  pursuant  to  law^  and  before  judg- 
ment they  sold  the  same  under  the  mortgage,  obtaining 
therefor  $540,  such  sale  being  in  ail  respects  honestly  made. 
Defendant  E.  Y.  Williams  is  the  administratrix  of  the  estate 
of  D.  A.  Williams,  having  been  duly  substituted  for  the  lat- 
ter, who  died  after  the  commencement  of  the  action.  Such 
administratrix  is  owner  of  the  $300  note  and  of  such  por- 
tion of  the  proceeds  of  the  chattel  property  as  the  amount 
due  ou  such  note  bears  to  the  amount  due  on  both  notes 
after  deducting  the  expenses  of  the  foreclosure  of  the  mort- 
gage. Plaintiffs  are  entitled  to  the  possession  of  the  prop- 
erty ;  Armstrong  unlawfully  detained  the  same ;  defendant 
WiUlama^  intestate  toolc  the  same  from  Armstrong  knowing 
plaintiffs  had  taken  steps  to  foreclose  the  chattel  mortgage ; 
the  value  of  the  property  when  taken  was  $Y00,  and  plaint- 
iffs' damage  for  the  unlawful  detention  is  six  cents. 

There  was  a  motion  made  on  the  record  and  minutes  of 
the  cdurt  for  judgment  in  favor  of  WiUicmis  for  the  amount 
due  on  the  $300  note  as  her  interest  in  the  property,  and 
for  costs,  which  was  denied  and  the  ruling  duly  excepted 
to.  The  court  decided  that  plaintiffs  were  entitled  to  judg- 
ment for  the  possession  of  the  property  and  for  costs  against 
both  defendants,  and  that  defendant  WHUama  and  plaintiffs 
were  entitled  to  the  proceeds  of  the  property  less  the  ex- 
penses of  the  foreclosure  of  the  mortgage,  as  indicated  in 
the  findings  of  fact.  An  order  was  thereupon  entered  re- 
quiring plaintiffs  to  pay  into  court,  for  the  use  of  WiUiamSy 
her  share  of  the  proceeds  of  the  property  within  ten  days, 
the  same  to  be  retained  in  court  subject  to  its  further  order, 
and  that  after  such  payment  judgment  be  entered  by  the 
elerk  in  accordance  with  the  findings  and  conclusions  of 
law.  Exceptions  were  duly  filed  by  defendant  WHUamSy  on 
Vol.  100  — 15 
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which  errors  are  assigned  on  this  appeal,  discussed  in  the 
opinion. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  LamoreuXy  Shea 
<&  Wright^  and  oral  argament  by  E.  E.  Brosscvrd. 

For  the  respondents  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  Geo.  P.  Hoaeman. 

Masshall,  J.  The  judgment  appealed  from  was  as  di- 
rected at  the  foot  of  the  findings,  so,  notwithstanding  a  sug- 
gestion by  respondents'  counsel  that  there  is  no  valid  judg- 
ment and  the  appeal  should  be  dismissed  on  that  ground,  no 
reason  is  perceived  why  the  case  is  not  properly  here  for 
review  on  the  questions  presented  by  appellant.  If  the 
statement  of  expenses  incurred  by  plaintiits  in  selling  the 
mortgaged  property  ought  to  have  been  approved  by  the 
court  before  entry  of  judgment,  which  was  not  done,  that  is 
a  mere  irregularity  and  does  not  render  the  judgment  void; 
but  if  it  were  otherwise,  the  appeal  cannot  be  dismissed,  for 
a  void  judgment  is  appealable  and  reversible  on  that  ground. 
mdder  v.  Fay,  60  Wis.  218. 

Plaintiits  and  D.  A.  Williams  were  tenants  in  common  of 
the  property  in  question  at  the  time  the  action  was  com- 
menced, as  a  legal  result  of  each  owning  a  note  secured  by 
one  chattel  mortgage,  and  both  notes  being  past  due.  Each 
was  entitled  to  the  possession  of  the  property  as  much  as 
the  other,  and  neither  was  entitled  to  maintain  replevin 
therefor  against  his  cotenant.  It  follows  necessarily  that 
the  delivery  of  the  property  by  the  mortgagor  to  Williams 
was  not  a  legal  wrong  to  plaintiffs,  and  that  the  finding 
based  thereon,  that  he  and  Williams  colluded  together  to 
injure  plaintiffs,  is  without  warrant  in  the  evidence ;  but  if 
it  were  otherwise,  that  is  not  a  ground  for  the  maintenance 
of  an  action  of  replevin  by  one  tenant  in  common  against 
his  cotenant. 

The  principles  involved  in  what  has  preceded  are  supposed 
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to  be  familiar  and  elementary,  therefore  no  fm*ther  discufih 
sion  of  them  will  be  indulged  in ;  but  see  Fcvrwell  v,  Warren^ 
76  "Wis.  627;  Jones,  Chattel  Mortgages,  §  49;  "Wells,  Ee- 
plevin,  §  152 ;  Alderson  v.  Schulze^  64  Wis.  460 ;  Tallnum  v. 
Bcmies,  64  Wis.  181 ;  Ea/rU  v.  Stumpf,  56  Wis.  60. 

The  mortgagees  being  tenants  in  common,  Williams  was 
the  owner  of  an  undivided  interest  in  the  property,  plaint- 
iffs the  owners  of  such  an  interest,  and  neither  had  a  right 
to  sell  the  interest  of  the  other  therein.  The  action  of 
plaintiffs  in  so  doing,  after  they  obtain&d  possession  in  the 
replevin  suit,  was  wrongful,  and  rendered  them  liable  as 
wrongdoers.  True,  it  is  suggested  in  EarU  v.  Stumpf^  swpra^ 
that  if  one  tenant  in  common,  circumstanced  as  plaintiffs 
were,  sells  mortgaged  property  for  the  whole  debt,  fairly 
and  without  fraud,  it  is  probable  the  only  remedy  the  coten- 
ant  would  have  would  be  an  action  for  his  proportion  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale ;  but  no  such  question  was  before  the 
court  or  decided,  though  the  obiter  remark  probably  guided 
the  learned  trial  judge  in  this  case,  in  shaping  the  order  for 
judgment  as  he  did.  Certainly,  it  is  not  the  law  that  one 
tenant  in  common  can  in  any  way  dispose  of  his  cotenant's 
interest  in  the  common  property  without  the  consent  of  such 
cotenant.  In  case  of  such  a  sale  the  wrongdoer  is  answer- 
able to  the  cotenant  for  his  interest  in  the  property,  or  the 
wronged  cotenant  may  still  claim  such  interest  as  a  cotenant 
with  the  vendee.  Jones,  Chattel  Mortgages,  §  49 ;  White  v. 
Of^nym^  21  Wend.  76;  Tyler  v.  Taylor^  8  Barb.  586.  As  stated 
by  Mr.  Justice  Tatlok,  in  effect,  in  Farwell  v.  Warren^  supra^ 
where  each  of  several  persons  owns  a  note,  secured  by  a  cliat- 
tel  mortgage  running  to  such  persons  jointly,  the  legal  situa- 
tion of  the  parties  is  the  same  as  if  each  had  a  mortgage  on 
an  undivided  interest  in  the  property  corresponding  to  the 
amount  of  his  claim.  The  mere  fact  that  the  notes  are  se- 
cured by  a  single  mortgage  does  not  make  either  holder  a 
trustee  or  agent  for  another  similarly  situated  to  sell  the  in- 
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terest  of  such  other  in  the  property  and  account  for  his  pro- 
portion of  the  proceeds.  Each  can  sell  his  undivided  interest 
in  the  property  and  no  more. 

It  follows  from  what  has  preceded  that  defendant's  mo- 
tion for  judgment  should  have  been  granted,  the  property 
having  been  delivered  to  plaintiffs  in  the  replevin  suit,  which 
we  hold  was  not  maintainable,  even  if  they  had  not,  pend- 
ing the  action,  wrongfully  disposed  of  such  property.  De- 
fendant did  not  claim  a  return  by  answer,  so  was  entitled 
to  judgment  absolute  against  plaintiffs  and  their  sureties  on 
the  replevin  bond,  for  the  value  of  her  interest  as  found  by 
the  jury,  with  interest  thereon  from  the  date  of  the  taking 
in  the  action,  as  damages.  E.  S.  1878,  sees.  2888,  2889; 
Lanyon  v.  Wood/uoa/rd^  65  Wis.  543;  KlcBty  v.  Delles,  46  Wis. 
484.  The  value  of  the  whole  property  was  $700,  hence  the 
value  of  Williams's  interest  was  such  proportion  of  $700  as 
the  amount  due  on  the  note  held  by  defendant  bears  to  the 
whole  amount  of  the  indebtedness  secured  by  the  mortgage, 
or,  as  we  have  computed  it,  $246.27;  interest  on  that  sum  at 
the  rate  of  six  per  cent,  per  annum  from  October  19, 1894, 
should  be  added  as  damages,  and  judgment  therefor  ren- 
dered against  plaintiffs,  or  plaintiffs  and  their  sureties  on  the 
replevin  bond,  at  the  option  of  the  defendant,  with  costs 
taxed  in  the  trial  court  according  to  law. 

By  the  Cov/rt. — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  with  directions  to  render 
judgment  in  favor  of  defendant  as  indicated  in  the  opinion. 
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Gbihm,  Respondent,  vs.  The  Town  of  Washbubn,  Appellant    j^^ 

100         229 
May  £6 — Jwm  jW,  1898.  110*168| 

100 '        229 
(1)  Appeal:  FaUure  to  specify  grounds  of  objectiofL    (2)  Pleading:  NegO'      ^is      4512 

five  pregnant    (d,  4k)  Highvxiys:  Injury  from  defective  bridge:  Cotit 

tributary  negligence:  Towns:  Notice  of  defect 

1.  In  the  absence  of  any  assignment  of  errors  and  of  anything  more 
than  general  statements  in  appellant's  brief  that  the  complaint 
fails  to  state  a  cause  of  action  and  that  there  is  a  fatal  variance 
between  the  allegations  and  the  proof,  this  court  declines  to  search 
through  the  record  to  ascertain  whether  there  are  grounds  for  such 
objectiona 

2l  In  an  action  against  a  town  for  injuries  alleged  to  have  been  caused 
by  defects  in  a  bridge,  a  denial  in  the  answer,  following  the  lan- 
guage of  the  complaint,  that  the  town  had  laid  out,  used,  and  main- 
tained the  road  in  question  "  for  a  great  number  of  years,'*  and  that 
the  town  had  kept  and  maintained  the  bridges  ''  for  twenty  years 
or  more,"  is  a  negative  pregnant  and  raises  no  issue. 

dL  Whether  it  was  prudent  under  the  circumstances  shown  in  this  case 
to  attempt  to  pass,  with  a  loaded  wagon,  over  an  old  bridge^  the 
stringers  of  which  were  rotten,  is  held  to  have  been  a  question  for 
the  jury. 

4.  Evidence  that  a  bridge  on  a  public  highway  had  been  built  for  some 
time;  that  it  was  in  bad  condition  about  five  years  prior  to  the 
accident;  that  its  timbers  were  old  and  rotten;  and  that  its  rotten 
ocmdition  caused  the  accident^  was  sufficient  to  take  to  the  jury 
the  question  whether  the  town  was  chargeable  with  notice  of  the 
defect 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Bayfield 
county :  John  BL  Parish,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  is  an  action  brought  to  recover  damages  alleged  to 
have  been  caused  to  plaintiff's  team  by  reason  of  the  defect- 
ive condition  of  a  certain  bridge  in  the  defendant  town. 
The  plaintiff  had  judgment  for  $150,  from  which  this  ap- 
peal is  taken. 

A.  M.  Warden^  for  the  appellant. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
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of  C(£tey  Samhomy  I/mvorewan  <&  Park^  attorneys,  and  D.  F, 
O^Keefe,  of  counsel. 

Babdeen,  J.  We  have  not  been  favored  by  any  assign- 
ment of  errors,  but  are  left  to  a  consideration  of  appellant's 
entire  argument  to  determine  the  grounds  of  its  appeal.  A 
statement  is  made  that  the  complaint  does  not  state  facts 
sufficient  to  constitute  a  cause  of  action,  but  counsel  fails  to 
state  in  what  particular  the  complaint  is  bad.  If  the  at- 
torney is  unable  to  give  any  reason  for  the  faith  that  is  in 
him,  we  shall  not  help  him  to  a  reversal  by  hunting  through 
the  record  to  ascertain  whether  his  faith  is  well  founded. 
Again,  he  says,  admitting  that  the  complaint  does  state  a 
cause  of  action,  there  is  a  fatal  variance  between  the  allega- 
tions and  the  proof.  Again  we  are  left  in  doubt  and  un- 
certainty. The  variance  said  to  be  so  fatal  is  left  to  be 
imagined  or  sought  out  in  a  maze  of  testimony  covering 
some  forty  or  fifty  pages  of  the  printed  case.  Not  one  word 
is  offered  in  the  printed  argument  to  put  us  on  the  trail  of 
the  "  fatal  variance,"  and  we  must  decline  to  go  scouting 
to  find  it. 

Counsel  further  insist  that  there  is  no  evidence  that  the 
road  on  which  the  bridge  was  situated  was  a  public  high- 
way. One  answer  to  this  contention  is  that  it  is  alleged  in 
the  complaint  to  have  been  on  a  public  highway,  and  it  is 
not  denied.  Defendant's  counsel  attempted  to  put  this  fact 
in  issue,  but,  by  an  error  much  more  fatal  than  the  "  vari- 
ance "  mentioned,  he  neglected  to  cover  this  allegation  in 
his  answer  except  in  the  manner  now  to  be  stated.  The  al- 
legations of  the  answer  in  this  respect  are  as  follows :  "  The 
defendant,  further  answering  the  plaintiff's  complaint,  de- 
nies, on  information  and  belief,  that  for  a  great  number  of 
years  previous  to  the  time  alleged  in  the  plaintiff's  com- 
plaint, the  injury  therein  complained  of,  it  had  laid  out, 
maintained,  and  used  as  a  highway  the  road  described  in  the 
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plaintifTs  complaint.  Defendant  farther  denies,  on  infor- 
mation and  belief,  for  twenty  years  or  more  that  it  kept  and 
maintained  several  bridges  as  alleged  in  the  plaintiff's  com- 
plaint, prior  to  the  injury  alleged  therein,  and  especially  the 
one  so  indefinitely  described  in  plaintiff's  complaint."  The 
language  of  this  denial  is  almost  precisely  the  wording  of 
the  complaint.  A  denial  that  the  defendant  had  laid  out, 
used,  and  maintained  the  road  in  question  "  for  a  great  num- 
ber of  years"  raises  no  issue;  no  more  does  the  denial  that 
the  town  had  kept  and  maintained  the  bridges  "  for  twenty 
years  or  more."  This  denial  would  be  perfectly  consistent 
with  the  fact  that  the  town  had  kept  and  maintained  the 
bridges  for  nineteen  years.  No  one  could  be  convicted  of 
perjury  who  should  swear  to  such  a  denial.  The  vice  of  this 
pleading  is  that  it  is  a  negative  pregnant,  a  form  of  pleading 
which  has  uniformly  been  condemned  by  the  courts.  Bliss, 
Code  PL  §  332.  The  question  of  the  sufficiency  of  the  denial 
was  raised  at  the  trial,  and  an  opportunity  to  amend  was 
offered  to  defendant,  but  declined.  The  ruling  of  the  trial 
court  that  the  pleading  was  bad  was  unquestionably  right. 
The  proof  shows  that  the  bridge  upon  which  the  plaintiff's 
horses  were  injured  had  been  in  existence  for  a  great  many 
years;  that  the  town  had  expended  money  at  different  times 
on  the  highway  leading  to  it ;  that  it  was  old,  the  stringers 
were  rotten,  and  that  plaintiff's  wagon  broke  through  while 
passing  over  it.  Whether,  under  the  circumstances,  it  was 
prudent  for  the  plaintiff's  servant  to  attempt  to  pass  over 
with  the  load  he  had  on  the  wagon,  or  not,  was  a  question 
for  the  jury,  as  was  also  the  question  of  notice  to  the  town. 
Presumably,  these  questions  were  fairly  submitted  by  the 
court,  as  no  exceptions  are  taken  to  the  charge,  and  the 
charge  itself  is  not  printed.  The  testimony  that  the  bridge 
had  been  built  for  some  time;  that  it  was  in  bad  condition 
about  five  years  prior  to  the  accident;  that  its  timbers  were 
old  and  rotten;  and  that  its  rotten  condition  caused  the  ac- 
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cident, — were  oircnmstances  sufficient  to  take  the  case  to  the 
jury  on  the  question  of  notice  to  the  town.  Sjpearbracker  v. 
Zarrdbeey  64  Wis.  573;  Komig  v.  Arcadia^  75  "Wis.  62;  Shcm 
V.  Sim  Prcdricj  74  Wis.  105.  We  see  no  reason  for  disturb- 
ing the  verdict  or  reversing  the  ruling  of  the  trial  court 

By  the  Cowrt. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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Municipal  corporaiicms:  Aahkmd  city  ckarter:  Enforcing  payment  of 

daima  after  allowance:  Mandamua 

The  charter  of  the  city  of  Ashland  (ch.  27,  Laws  of  1889)  provides  that 
no  action  shall  lie  against  the  city  on  any  claim  or  demand,  but 
the  same  shall  be  presented  to  the  common  council  for  allowance, 
and  its  disallowance  thereof  shaU  be  final  and  conclusive  unless 
appealed  from  within  a  prescribed  time;  that  the  clerk  shaU  draw 
aU  orders  upon  the  treasury  in  pursuance  of  an  order  or  resolution 
of  the  council;  that  no  execution  shall  issue  against  the  city  on  any 
judgment,  but  the  amoimt  of  the  judgment  shall  be  levied  and  col- 
lected as  a  part  of  the  next  year's  taxes,  and  paid  before  May  1 
following;  that  no  debt  shall  be  contracted  or  certificate  of  indebt- 
edness issued  unless  authorized  by  vote  of  a  majority  of  aU  the  mem- 
bers  of  the  council;  that  the  council  shaU  not  authorize  the  issue  of 
orders  upon  the  treasurer  unless  money  to  pay  the  same  is  in  his 
hands  to  the  credit  of  the  fund  upon  which  it  is  drawn;  that  an- 
nual estimates  of  the  amounts  to  be  raised  by  taxation  shall  be  laid 
before  the  council,  which  shall  thereupon  levy  such  sums  as  may 
be  sufficient  for  the  several  purposes  for  which  taxes  are  authorized, 
not  exceeding  the  limit  provided  by  law ;  and  that  the  taxes  collected 
shall  be  applied  in  the  order  named.  The  council  allowed  certain 
claims  based  upon  debts  which  the  city  had  power  to  contract,  but 
no  orders  for  the  payment  thereof  were  issued  because  of  a  lack  of 
fund&  Held,  that  no  action  on  such  claims  can  be  maintained.  Al- 
though they  are  not  to  be  regarded  as  judgments  against  the  city,, 
their  allowance  was  final  and  conclusive,  and  majidamiLS  will  lie  to 
enforce  their  payment  without  first  obtaining  judgment  thereon* 
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Appbal  from  a  judgment  of  the  drcuit  court  for  Ashland 
county:  Jomr  £.  Pabish,  Circuit  Judge.    M&oersed. 
E,  E,  Bro8sa/rd^  for  the  appellant. 
A.  R.  Meadj  for  the  respondent. 

Cassodat,  0.  J.  This  action  was  commenced  in  the  cir- 
cuit court  September  12, 1896.  The  complaint  alleges  five 
separate  causes  of  action,  in  each  of  which  it  is  alleged,  in 
effect,  that  the  defendant  was,  at  the  times  mentioned,  in- 
debted to  the  plaintiff  on  account  for  goods,  wares,  and  mer- 
chandise sold  and  delivered  by  the  plaintiff  to  the  defendant 
at  Chicago,  at  its  personal  instance  and  request,  and  for  which 
the  defendant  promised  and  agreed  to  pay  to  the  plaintiff  the 
sum  therein  mentioned ;  that  such  claim  was  duly  presented 
to,  and  duly  audited  and  allowed  by,  the  common  council  of 
the  city  at  the  time  mentioned;  that  no  order  was  issued  by 
the  defendant  upon  the  city  treasurer  for  the  payment  of  such 
amount  so  allowed,  for  the  reason  that  there  were  no  funds  in 
the  treasury  for  the  payment  of  such  claim ;  that  July  17, 1896, 
the  plaintiff,  as  the  owner  and  holder  of  said  claim,  made  a 
demand  upon  the  city  clerk  for  an  order  for  such  amount,  and 
that  the  same  was  refused  for  the  reason  that  there  were  no> 
funds  in  the  city  treasury  with  which  to  pay  such  amount  and 
claim;  that  there  were  no  funds  or  moneys  in  the  treasury  of 
the  city  to  pay  the  amount  so  allowed  July  17, 1896,  or  any 
date  subsequent  thereto,  and  that  there  was  then  due  and 
owing  to  the  plaintiff  from  the  defendant  thereon  the  sum 
mentioned,  with  interest  from  the  time  of  such  allowance ; 
that  the  time  of  incurring  the  indebtedness  mentioned  in 
the  several  causes  of  action,  and  the  time  of  the  allowance 
of  the  same,  respectively,  were  as  follows,  to  wit:  December 
19,  19M,  $26,  aUowed  March  18,  1895;  March  4, 1895,  $38^ 
allowed  March  18, 1895;  August  3, 1896,  $42,  allowed  Jan- 
uary 14, 1896;  January  7, 1896,  $12,  allowed  July  14, 1896; 
July  11, 1896,  $800,  allowed  August  25, 1896.    Wherefore, 
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the  plaintiff  demanded  judgment  against  the  defendant  for 
$918,  being  the  aggregate  of  the  several  amounts  stated,  to- 
gether with  interest  on  each  of  such  sums  from  the  time  of 
their  allowance,  respectively.  On  October  2, 1896,  judgment 
was  entered  by  default  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff  and  against 
the  defendant  for  $970.96.  From  that  judgment  the  defend- 
ant appeals. 

Error  is  assigned  because  the  court  did  not  dismiss  the 
action  for  want  of  original  jurisdiction.  The  contention  is 
that  the  court  could  only  get  jurisdiction  by  appeal  upon  the 
disallowance  of  one  or  more  of  the  claims  in  whole  or  in 
part,  as  prescribed  in  the  charter.  Laws  of  1889,  ch.  27, 
subch.  V,  sec.  6 ;  subch.  VII,  sees.  4-6 ;  subch.  VIII,  sec.  13. 
These  sections  have  recently  been  so  fully  considered  and  so 
carefully  construed  as  to  require  nothing  further  to  be  said 
in  respect  to  their  meaning  and  effect.  Mason  v.  AsKUmd, 
98  Wis.  640 ;  Telford  v.  AsMcmd,  post,  p.  238.  In  the  case 
at  bar  each  of  the  several  claims  was  presented,  audited,  and 
allowed  in  full.  Since  no  part  of  any  of  such  claim  was  dis- 
allowed, it- is  obvious  that  the  plaintiff  was  not  aggrieved  by 
any  disallowance ;  and  hence  had  no  occasion  to  appeal.  In 
support  of  the  judgment  it  is  contended  that  the  plaintiff 
cannot  enforce  payment  against  the  city  without  such  judg- 
ment as  a  basis  of  action ;  in  other  words,  that  the  plaintiff's 
claim  in  the  aggregate,  so  allow^,  cannot  be  enforced  by 
mandamiis  without  first  being  put  into  judgment. 

The  charter  provides,  in  effect,  that  the  city  clerk  shall 
*^  draw  and  sign  aU  orders  upon  the  treasury,  except  as  other- 
wise "  therein  provided,  in  pursuance  of  an  order  or  resolu- 
tion of  the  common  council  (sec.  3,  subch.  V);  that  "no 
execution  shall  at  any  time  be  issued  on  any  judgment 
against  the  city,  but  the  judgment  shall  l)e  levied  on  the 
taxable  property  of  the  city,  and  placed  in  the  next  tax  roll 
for  collection,  and  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  May  there- 
after the  amount  of  such  judgment  shall  be  paid  to  the  judg- 
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ment  creditor  "  (sec.  15,  subch.  VIII) ;  that "  no  debt  shall  be 
contracted  against  the  city,  or  certificate  of  indebtedness 
drawn  npon  the  city  treasurer,  unless  the  same  shall  have 
been  authorized  by  a  vote  of  a  majority  of  all  the  members 
of  the  common  council,  and  no  money  shall  be  appropriated 
for  any  purpose  whatever,  except  such  as  is  expressly  au- 
thorized by  this  act.  .  .  .  The  common  council  shall 
not  authorize  the  issue  of  orders  upon  the  city  treasurer  un- 
less the  money  to  pay  the  same  is  in  the  hands  of  the  treas- 
urer to  the  credit  of  the  fund  upon  which  the  orders  are 
drawn  "  (sees.  4,  5,  subch.  XIV) ;  that  on  or  before  Novem- 
ber 1st  in  each  year  statements  are  to  be  made  of  the  amount 
of  different  sums  of  money  to  be  raised  for  the  ensuing  fiscal 
year,  and  thereupon  *'  the  city  clerk  shall,  without  delay, 
place  such  estimates  before  the  city  council  for  their  consid- 
eration, and  the  council  shall  thereupon,  by  resolution,  levy 
such  sums  of  money  as  may  be  sufBcient  for  the  several  pur- 
poses for  which  taxes  are  authorized,  not  exceeding  the  limit 
provided  by  law,  and  in  making  such  levy  they  shall  take 
into  consideration  the  estimated  amount  that  will  be  received 
by  the  city  during  the  fiscal  year  from  licenses ; "  that  there- 
upon it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  city  clerk  to  make  out  a 
complete  tax  roll  in  the  manner  and  form  provided  by  law, 
with  a  warrant  for  the  collection  of  such  taxes  appended, 
which  is  required  to  be  returned  as  therein  provided ;  and 
that  "  out  of  the  taxes  collected  the  treasurer  shall  first  pay 
the  state  tax  to  the  county  treasurer,  and  shall  then  set  aside 
all  sums  of  money  levied  for  school  taxes,  then  moneys  levied 
for  the  payment  of  judgments,  then  all  sums  raised  as  spe- 
cial taxes  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  levied,  then  taxes 
for  the  payment  of  principal  and  interest  on  the  public  debt, 
then  the  taxes  for  bridge  purposes,  then  for  fire  purposes, 
then  for  streets  and  other  public  improvements,  and  lastly 
county  taxes  "  (subch.  XV,  sees.  7, 8, 16).  Had  the  common 
council  disallowed  the  plaiutiflf's  claim  in  whole  or  in  part. 
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and  had  the  plaintifF  failed  to  appeal  therefrom,  as  provided^ 
then  suoh  disallowance  would  have  been  "  final  and  conclu- 
sive," as  against  the  plaintiff,  ^'  and  a  bar  to  any  action  in 
any  court,  founded  on  such  claim."    Sec.  5,  subch.  VII. 

It  is  true  that  the  several  claims  allowed  in  favor  of  the 
plaintiff  are  not  to  be  regarded  as  judgments  against  the  city, 
within  the  meaning  of  sec.  16,  subch.  VIII,  supra;  neverthe- 
less they  are  '^  final  and  conclusive,"  the  same  as  a  judgment 
would  be,  not  only  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff,  but  against  the 
city.  This  being  so,  the  question  recurs  whether  the  pay- 
ment of  such  claims  may  be  enforced  by  mamdwmus^  the 
same  as  a  judgment  could  be.  The  charter  provides  that  the 
city  "  shall  have  the  general  powers  possessed  by  municipal 
corporations  at  common  law,  and  also  the  powers  hereinafter 
specifically  granted,  and  the  authorities  thereof  shall  have 
perpetual  succession,  and  shall  be  capable  of  contracting 
and  being  contracted  with,  suing  and  being  sued,  pleading 
and  being  impleaded  with,  in  all  courts  of  law  and  equity,  and 
shall  have  a  common  seal,  and  may  change  and  alter  the 
same  at  pleasure."  Sec.  1,  subch.  L  There  is  no  pretense 
that  the  city  did  not  have  power  and  authority  to  contract 
the  indebtedness  for  which  such  several  claims  were  allowed. 
Such  allowance  was  a  complete  liquidation  and  settlement 
of  the  amount  due  upon  such  claims,  and  hence  was  final 
and  conclusive  between  the  parties.  The  city  having  power 
to  contract  the  indebtedness,  and  to  adjust,  settle,  and  allow 
the  same,  it  became  its  imperative  duty,  if  necessary,  to  levy 
and  collect  a  tax  sufficient  to  pay  such  indebtedness  at  the 
earliest  period  practicable,  under  the  provisions  of  the  charter. 
The  general  rule  seems  to  be  "  that  where  there  is  a  clear 
duty  to  levy  and  collect  a  special  taz  to  pay  a  special  debt 
or  class  of  debts,  and  where  the  genuineness  of  the  debt  is 
not  questioned,  and  no  valid  defense  is  alleged  or  claimed^ 
the  levy  and  collection  may  be  enforced  by  mamda/mus  with- 
out a  prior  judgment  at  law."   StaU  e»  rd.  Pfisber  u.  Mayovy 
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■etc.^  of  Manitowoc  J  62  Wis.  428,  and  cases  there  cited;  2 
Dillon,  Mun.  Corp.  §  853  (688);  Merrill,  Mandamus,  §  130. 
The  learned  author  last  mentioned  says :  ^^  Absolute  and  un- 
<;onditional  obligations  already  ascertained  and  audited  are 
in  themselves  on  their  face  an  order  and  authority  to  the 
proper  officer  to  pay  them,  and  upon  his  refusal  a  mcmdamt^ 
will  lie  to  compel  the  levy  of  a  tax  to  pay  them,  if  the  public 
corporation  meets  its  obligations  by  taxation.  Therefore  a 
mandcmAis  wiU  issue  to  compel  a  levy  of  a  tax  to  pay  claims 
which  have  been  allowed  by  the  county  commissioners  or 
by  a  township  board."  Numerous  cases  are  cited  in  support 
of  such  propositions.  A  few  only  are  here  cited :  Leack  v. 
Comrn^rs  of  FbyetteviUe^  84  N.  C.  829 ;  Board  of  Supers  of 
Jefferson  Co.  'o,  Arrghi^  51  Miss.  668;  Klemv.  Boa/rd  of  Sapors 
of  Smith,  Co.  54  Miss.  254;  People  ex  rd.  Conway  v.  Boa/rd  of 
Supers  qfjDwingstofi  Co.  68  N,  T.  114;  Stevenson  v.  Dist.  Tp. 
ofSvmmit,  35  Iowa,  462;  State  ex  rd.  Rohertson  v.  Board  of 
Ediication  of  Perryshwrg^  27  Ohio  St.  96 ;  Rodirum  v.  Jus- 
tices of  La/rue  Co.  3  Bush,  144. 

There  are  cases  the  other  way,. notably  in  the  supreme 
<?ourt  of  the  United  States ;  and  yet  some  of  them  are  clearly 
distinguishable.  But  the  rules  stated  are  in  line  with  our 
decisions.  The  plaintiff  has  an  adequate  remedy  by  mamda- 
mtis  to  enforce  payment,  and  under  the  charter  has  no  other 
remedy.  StcUe  ex  rd.  Buchanam,  v.  KdZogg^  95  Wis.  679; 
Board  of  Police  v.  Chanty  9  Sm.  &  M.  77.  Since  this  is  so, 
the  necessity  of  first  obtaining  a  judgment  in  court,  na  a  basis 
•of  a  mandamus^  as  argued  by  counsel,  does  not  exist.  We 
must  give  effect  to  the  provisions  of  the  charter. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  with  direction  to  dismiss 
the  action. 
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Tblfoed,  Respondent,  vs.  The  City  of  Ashlakd,  Appellant. 

May  £6 — June  BS,  189S, 

Munieip<d  corporations:  Ashland  city  charter:  Appeal  from  di»aMou> 

ance  of  claim:  Jurisdiction:  Waiver. 

The  charter  of  the  city  of  Ashland  (ch.  27»  Laws  of  1889)  provides  that 
no  suit  of  any  kind  shall  be  brought  against  the  city  in  any  courts 
but  the  claim  shall  be  presented  to  the  common  council,  and  from 
its  adverse  action  the  claimant  may  appeal,  within  twenty  days,  to 
the  circuit  court  Held,  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  circuit  court 
over  the  subject  matter  depends  upon  an  appeal  duly  taken,  and 
hence  the  objection  that  an  appeal  was  not  taken  within  the  pre- 
scribed time  may  be  raised  for  the  first  time  on  appeal  to  the  su- 
preme court  So  far  as  the  decision  in  Sheel  v,  Appleton,  49  Wis. 
126,  is  contrary  to  this  doctrine,  it  is  overruled. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  AsUand 
county:  E.  W.  Hblm8,  Judge.    H&versed. 

The  plaintiff  was  a  lot-owner  in  the  city  of  Ashlandy  and 
brought  this  action  for  an  alleged  illegal  grading  of  the 
street  in  front  of  her  lot.  She  filed  her  claim  with  the  city 
clerk  March  11, 1896.  On  April  21, 1896,  the  common  coun- 
cil disallowed  the  claim;  and,  on  May  29th  following,  she 
filed  her  notice  of  appeal  to  the  circuit  court,  and  bond,  as 
required  by  the  charter  of  the  city,  whereupon  the  papers 
were  transmitted  to  that  court.  Formal  pleadings  were  then 
made  by  the  parties,  the  complaint  alleging,  among  other 
things,  that  she  had  taken  her  appeal  within  the  time  lim- 
ited by  the  charter,  and  the  answer  admitting  that  the 
plaintiff  duly  appealed.  The  action  was  tried,  and  resulted 
in  a  verdict  in  substance  for  the  plaintiff,  upon  which  judg- 
ment was  rendered  in  her  favor  for  $1,035,  damages  and 
costs,  and  the  defendant  appeals. 

K  E.  Bro88wrd^  for  the  appellant. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  Gleason  <&  Sleight  and  Geo.  G.  Foster. 
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"WmsLow,  J.  The  objection  is  raised  that  the  circuit  court 
had  no  jurisdiction  of  this  action,  because  the  appeal  from 
the  action  of  the  city  council  was  not  taken  within  twenty 
days  after  such  action.  This  objection  was  not  taken  in  the 
trial  court,  and  hence  it  is  waived  unless  it  goes  to  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  subject  matter.  The  provisions  of  the  charter  of 
the  city  of  AsMcmd  on  this  subject  (ch.  27,  Laws  of  1889) 
have  been  before  this  court  in  a  number  of  cases,  the  last  of 
such  cases  being  Mcbson  v.  Ashlamd^  98  Wis.  540,  where  the 
various  sections  are  fully  stated.  It  is  suJficient  to  say  here 
that  they  provide  that  no  suit  of  any  kind  shall  be  brought 
against  the  city  in  any  court,  but  that  the  claim  shall  be  pre- 
sented to  the  common  council,  and  that  the  claimant  may 
appeal  from  the  council's  adverse  action  thereon  within 
twenty  days  after  such  action.  This  court  has  held  that  tort 
actions  are  included  within  this  provision  {Koch  v,  AsMand, 
83  "Wis.  361) ;  also,  that  the  failure  to  appeal  within  the  pre- 
scribed time  is  a  complete  bar  to  the  claim  {Mason  v.  Ash- 
land, supra). 

In  this  case  the  appeal  was  not  taken  within  twenty  days 
after  the  adverse  decision  of  the  council,  but  the  action  was 
tried  without  objection  on  this  ground  in  the  circuit  court; 
and  the  question  is  whether  it  can  be  raised  for  the  first 
time  upon  appeal  in  this  court.  This  question,  as  before 
indicated,  depends  upon  the  further  question  whether  the 
objection  goes  to  jurisdiction  of  the  subject  matter,  or  only 
to  jurisdiction  of  the  person;  for  it  is  familiar  law  that  ob- 
jections to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  person  are  waived  by  going 
to  trial  without  raising  them  in  some  appropriate  manner, 
while  objections  to  jurisdiction  of  the  subject  matter  are 
always  open.  That  the  objection  goes  to  jurisdiction  of  the 
subject  matter  seems  not  doubtful.  The  jurisdiction  of  the 
circuit  court  over  the  subject  of  the  action  depends  upon 
the  appeal  being  duly  taken.  It  can  obtain  jurisdiction  over 
actions  against  the  city  in  no  other  way.    The  case  is  not 
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essentially  different  from  the  case  of  an  attempted  appeal 
from  justice's  to  circuit  court,  where  it  has  been  frequently 
held  that,  if  the  appeal  papers  are  defective  in  substance, 
the  circuit  court  obtains  no  jurisdiction  of  the  subject  mat- 
ter, and  that  the  objection  is  not  waived  by  going  to  trial. 
Palmer  v.  Peterson^  46  "Wis.  401 ;  Plcmo  Mfg.  Co.  v,  JSasey^ 
69  Wis.  246,  and  cases  cited.  See  BuUa/rd  v.  Kuhlj  54  Wis. 
544.  It  is  quite  analogous  to  a  case  of  change  of  venue, 
where  the  proper  steps  to  make  the  change  have  not  been 
taken,  and  where  it  has  been  frequently  held  that  consent 
will  not  give  jurisdiction.  Hager  v.  Falkj  82  Wis.  645; 
Swcm  V.  Porter^  96  Wis.  34.  So  far  as  the  decision  in  Shed 
V.  Appleton^  49  Wis.  125,  is  contrary  to  this  doctrine,  it  must 
be  considered  as  overruled. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  reversed,  and  action  remanded 
with  directions  to  dismiss  the  appeal. 


If  ATioNAL  Bank  of  Oshkosh,  WisooNsnfr^  Bespondent^  vb. 

Davis  and  another,  Appellants. 

May  S6 — June  fS,  1898. 

Limitation  oj  actions:  Nonresidents. 

Under  sea  4281,  R.  S.  1878  (providing  that  if,  when  a  oaose  of  action 
accrues  against  any  person,  he  shall  be  out  of  the  state,  an  action 
may  be  commenced  thereon  within  the  statutory  time  ''after  suoh 
person  shall  return  to  or  remove  to  this  state;  but  the  foregoing 
provision  shall  not  apply  to  any  case  where,  at  the  time  the  cause 
of  action  shall  accrue,  neit)ier  the  pATtj  against  or  in  favor  of  whom 
the  same  shall  accrue,  is  a  resident  of  this  state  ")» the  statutes  of 
limitation  do  not  run  in  favor  of  a  nonresident,  so  long  as  he  con- 
tinues to  reside  outside  of  this  state,  where,  nt  the  time  the  cause 
of  action  accrues,  the  party  in  whoibd  favor  it  accrues  is  a  resident 
of  this  state. 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Iron 
county :  John  K.  Pabish,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  for  the  recovery  of  a  money  demand  for  $941.88, 
for  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise  sold  and  delivered  by  the 
firm  of  Hoxie  &  Mellor  to  the  defendant  between  July  fS 
and  August  30, 1890.  Said  amount  became  due  and  payable 
on  or  about  September  1, 1890,  and  no  part  thereof  had  been 
paid  except  $242.68,  paid  on  or  before  the  last-named  date. 
On  said  last-named  day,  Iloxie  ife  Mellor  sold  and  assigned 
the  account  therefor  to  the  plaintiff,  of  which  the  defendants 
had  due  notice.  There  was  a  second  count  upon  an  account 
stated,  October  15, 1894,  at  Iron  wood,  Michigan,  between  the 
plaintiff  and  the  defendants,  and  upon  such  statement  a  bal< 
ance  of  $699.20,  with  interest  thereon  from  September  1, 1890, 
was  found  to  be  due  from  said  defendants  to  the  plaintiff, 
which  the  defendants  then  and  there  promised  to  pay,  but  no 
part  thereof  had  been  paid.  The  defendants  pleaded  in  bar  the 
six-years  statute  of  limitations  (sec.  4222,  ch.  177,  R.  S.  1878) ; 
that  more  than  six  years  had  elapsed  since  the  said  indebt- 
edness was  contracted  and  became  due  and  payable  or  any 
part  thereof  had  been  paid;  and  pleaded  said  statute  and 
facts  as  a  defense,  as  well  as  a  general  denial  to  the  said 
cause  of  action. 

At  the  trial  the  plaintiff  produced  evidence  tending  to  es- 
tablish the  following  facts :  During  the  summer  of  1890  the 
firm  of  Hoxie  &  Mellor,  a  copartnership,  owned  and  operated 
a  lumber  yard  in  the  city  of  Iron  wood,  state  of  Michigan. 
While  so  operating  said  lumber  yard  in  the  city  of  Iron  wood, 
they  sold  and  delivered  to  the  above-named  defendants,  who 
constituted  the  firm  of  Davis  &  Fehr,  at  the  city  of  Iron  wood, 
Michigan  (where  said  defendants  Dmi%  and  Fehr  both  re- 
sided at  that  time  and  carried  on  their  business),  goods,  wares, 
and  merchandise  of  the  value  of  $941.88,  and,  during  the  same 
summer  of  1890,  $242.68  was  paid  on  said  account  by  the  de- 
fendants, and  the  balance  of  said  account  of  $699.20  became 
Vol.  100  — 16 
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due  and  payable  September  1, 1890.  On  September  1, 1890, 
the  firm  of  Hoxie  &  Mellor  made  an  assignment,  for  a  valu- 
able consideration,  of  said  claim  to  the  NaiHondl  Bamk  of 
Oahkoahy  Wisconsin^  a  corporation  organized  under  the  bank- 
ing laws  of  the  United  States,  and  the  plaintiff  in  this  case. 
After  said  assignment  of  said  claim  to  said  bank,  the  bank 
sent  the  claim  to  Michigan  attorneys  for  collection,  but  no 
suit  was  had  relative  thereto.  No  payment  was  made  on  ac- 
count of  this  claim  after  September  1, 1890.  The  said  Hoxie 
&  Mellor,  at  the  time  of  the  sale  and  delivery  of  said  goods, 
wares,  and  merchandise  to  the  defendants,  were  both  resi- 
dents of  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  and  have  ever  since  remained 
residents  thereof.  The  plaintiff  at  all  of  said  times  was,  and 
ever  since  had  been,  a  resident  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin. 

The  plaintiff  thereupon  rested.  The  defendants  moved 
for  a  nonsuit,  on  the  ground  that  the  action  had  not  been 
commenced  within  the  time  limited  by  law;  but  the  motion 
was  denied.  Defendants  produced  witnesses  who  testified, 
in  substance,  that  the  defendants,  Joseph  Davis  and  Fred- 
crick  Fehr^  in  the  summer  of  1890,  were  copartners  in  the 
dry-goods  business  in  the  city  of  Ironwood,  Michigan ;  that 
both  of  them  were  then  residents  of  the  state  of  Michigan, 
and  had  continually  since  that  time  up  to  the  present  re- 
sided in  that  state.  The  defendants  moved  the  court  to  direct 
the  jury  to  find  a  verdict  in  their  favor,  but  the  motion  was 
denied.  The  plaintiff  moved  that  the  jury  be  directed  to 
bring  in  a  verdict  against  the  defendants  for  $699.20,  with 
interest  from  September  1,  1890,  and  the  court  directe<i  the 
jury  accordingly,  and  they  found  a  verdict  for  the  plaintiff 
for  $999.95.  The  defendants  moved  to  set  the  verdict  aside, 
and  for  a  new  trial;  but  this  motion  was  denied,  and  judg- 
ment was  entered  on  the  verdict  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff  and 
against  the  defendants,  from  which  the  defendants  appealed. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Austin  <&  Fehr^  of 
counsel  (to  which  was  appended  the  trial  brief  of  John  D. 
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Ba/rry^  who  died  since  the  appeal  was  taken),  and  the  cause 
was  argued  orally  by  W.  H.  Avstvn. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  separate 
briefs  signed  by  George  C.  Foster^  attorney,  and  BaU  <&  BaU^ 
of  counsel. 

PiNNET,  J.  The  cause  of  action  upon  which  the  plaintiff 
seeks  to  recover  accrued,  it  is  conceded,  September  1, 1890. 
This  action  appears  to  have  been  commenced  as  against  the 
defendant  DaA)is  July  2, 1897,  and  as  against  the  defendadt 
Fehr  July  14, 1897,  a  period  as  to  these  defendants  of  more 
tkan  six  years  after  the  cause  of  action  accrued.  The  action 
as  to  both  of  the  defendants  appears  to  fall  within  the  pur- 
view of  sec.  4231,  E.  S.  1878,  and  to  be  barred  unless  this 
result  is  avoided  by  the  fair  meaning  and  effect  of  that  sec- 
tion, which  provides  that  "  if,  when  the  cause  of  action  shall 
accrue  against  any  person,  he  shall  be  out  of  this  state,  such 
action  may  be  commenced  within  the  terms  herein  respect- 
ively limited,  after  such  person  shall  return  to  or  remove  to 
this  state.  But  the  foregoing  provision  shall  not  apply  to 
any  case  where,  at  the  time  the  cause  of  action  shall  accrue, 
neither  the  party  against  or  in  favor  of  whom  the  same  shall 
accrue,  is  a  resident  of  this  state ;  and  if,  after  a  cause  of  ac- 
tion shall  have  accrued  against  any  person,  he  shall  depart 
from  and  reside  out  of  this  state,  the  time  of  his  absence 
shall  not  be  deemed  or  taken  as  any  part  of  the  time  limited 
for  the  commencement  of  such  action."  The  question  is 
whether,  during  the  statutory  period  of  limitation,  the  de- 
fendants removed  to,  and  resided  within,  this  state,  so  as  to 
be  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  our  courts.  This  is  the  sub- 
stance and  effect  of  the  adjudicated  cases.  Whitcoinb  v,  Kcator^ 
59  Wis.  609 ;  Larson  v.  Anltman  c6  Taylor  Co.  80  Wis.  281 ; 
Parker  v.  Kelly,  61  Wis.  652. 

The  first  clause  of  sec.  4231,  E.  S.  1878,  provides  that  the 
limitation  fixed  by  sec.  4222  shall  not  run  in  favor  of  persons 
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out  of  the  state.  This  clause,  however,  is  limited  in  its  oper- 
ation by  the  clause  immediately  following,  and  the  question 
is  whether  that  clause  applies  to  this  case.  It  provides:  "  But 
the  foregoing  provision  [that  is,  the  first  clause  of  sec.  4231] 
shall  not  apply  to  any  case  where,  at  the  time  the  cause  of 
action  shall  accrue,  neither  the  party  agrinst  or  in  favor  of 
whom  the  same  shall  accrue,  is  a  resident  of  this  state."  In 
other  words,  the  nonresidence  of  the  defendant  from  the  state 
at  the  time  the  cause  of  action  accrued  shaU  not  prevent  the 
statute  from  running  if  neither  the  party  in  whose  favor  the 
cause  of  action  accrued  nor  the  party  against  whom  it  ac- 
crued then  resided  in  this  state.  Hoxie  &  Mellor,  at  the 
time  the  cause  of  action  accrued  in  their  favor,  as  weH  as 
the  bank,  their  assignee,  resided  in  this  state,  and  continued 
to  reside  therein;  so  it  cannot  be  said  that  at  that  time 
7}sither  the  party  in  whose  favor  nor  the  party  against  whom 
the  cause  of  action  accrued  resided  in  this  state.  It  is  clear, 
therefore,  that  the  cause  of  action  upon  which  the  suit  is 
founded  was  not  barred,  and  that  the  right  of  the  plaintiff 
to  bring  the  action  and  recover  the  amount  due  is  saved  by 
the  express  words  of  the  statute.  The  effect  of  the  statute 
is  evidently  to  preserve  to  residents  of  this  state  their  rights 
of  action  against  nonresident  debtors  so  long  as  they  remdin 
such,  and  until  six  years  after  they  return  to  or  become  resi- 
dents of  the  state.  Nonresidents  coming  within  the  state 
may  be  subjected  to  the  jurisdiction  of  its  courts,  and  actions 
may  be  brought  to  enforce  demands  against  them ;  and  such 
rights  of  action  continue  against  them  unaffected  by  the  stat- 
ute of  limitations,  so  long  as  they  neither  remove  to  nor  re- 
side in  this  state.  In  the  instant  case,  Hoxie  &  Mellor  and 
the  plaintiff,  as  already  stated,  were  residents  of  this  state 
at  the  time  the  cause  of  action  accrued,  as  was  the  plaintiff 
bank  at  the  time  of  the  assignment  of  the  demand  to  it,  and 
have  ever  since  remained  residents  of  this  state.  It  was  the 
intention  of  the  statute  to  preserve  to  residents  of  the  state 
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the  protection  of  its  laws,  which  say,  in  effect,  that  the  stat- 
ute limiting  the  time  for  the  commencement  of  actions  shall 
not  run  in  favor  of  a  debtor  who  resides  out  of  the  state 
when,  as  in  this  case,  the  party  in  whose  favor  the  cause  of 
action  accrued  was  at  that  time  a  resident  thereof. 

For  these  reasons,  we  think  that  the  statute  had  not  barred 
the  cause  of  action,  and  that  the  recovery  was  right. 

JSy  the  CouH. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


Land^  Loo  &  LuMBEB  CoMPANT  and  others,  Bespondents, 

vs.  MoInttbe,  imp.,  Appellant. 

May  fSe^June  BS,  1898. 

Counties:  Recovery  of  moneys  iUegally  draton  by  supervisors  from  treas- 
ury: Action  by  taxpayer:  Construction  of  statutes:  ^  Void "  con- 
tracts:  Retention  of  benefits:  Parties, 

L  If  a  member  of  a  coimty  board  of  supervisors  receives  illegal  com- 
pensation for  his  services,  or  money  for  articles  sold  by  him  to  the 
county  for  its  use,  or  for  labor  or  material  furnished  in  the  con- 
struction of  a  highway  having  no  legal  existence,  or  converts 
money  to  his  use  appropriated  for  work  on  a  public  highway,  an 
action  will  lie  in  favor  of  the  county  against  such  supervisor,  to 
recover  back  such  money. 

2.  Sea  602,  R  S.  1878,  which  prohibits  a  member  of  a  county  board  of 
supervisors  from  in  any  manner  being  interested  in  any  contract 
for  the  purchase  of  any  article  for  the  use  of  the  county,  and  de- 
clares all  such  contracts  void  and  that  any  offending  member  sl^all 
be  deemed  to  have  vacated  his  ofiQce  by  reason  of  his  offense,  cov- 
ers contracts  executed  as  weU  as  executory,  and  renders  them  all 
void  absolutely. 

&  Where  the  statute  provides  that  the  act  shall  be  void,  and  fixes  a 
penalty  for  the  perpetration  of  the  prohibited  act,  the  word  "  void  ** 
should  be  interpreted  as  meaning  void  absolutely,  in  accordance 
with  the  technical  accuracy  of  the  word. 

4.  Where  a  county,  by  the  wrongful  conduct  of  its  county  board,  parts 
with  county  money  for  something  which  it  has  no  legal  right  to 
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acquire  or  do,  no  equitable  considerations  stand  in  the  way  of  re- 
covering back  such  money,  from  the  mere  fact  that  the  county  has 
received  a  benefit. 
IS.  Where  a  public  corporation  has  a  cause  of  action  which  should  be 
prosecuted  for  its  use,  whether  legal  or  equitable,  and  its  governing 
body  neglects  and  refuses  to  institute  an  action  therefor,  a  tax- 
payer may,  on  behalf  of  himself  and  all  others  similarly  situated, 
institute  an  action  in  equity  to  redress  the  wrong  to  the  corpora- 
tion, making  it  a  defendant  as  trustee  for  all  its  members. 
[Syllabus  by  Marshatj^  J.] 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Vilas  county : 
W.  F.  Bailey,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  to  charge  defendant  F.  W.  Mclniyre  as  trustee  of 
defendant  Vilas  county,  of  certain  moneys  alleged  to  have 
been  corruptly  drawn  by  him  from  its  treasury,  and  to  com- 
pel him  tQ  account  therefor  and  pay  the  same  over  to  such 
county  for  its  use,  the  amount  involved  being  $1,Y63.65.  The 
complaint  contains  three  causes  of  action,  the  facts  being  to 
the  effect  that,  from  April,  1894,  to  April,  1895,  while  chair- 
man of  the  board  of  supervisors  of  the  county,  McTntyre 
filed  numerous  bills  for  illegal  claims  against  the  county, 
knowing  them  to  be  such,  all  of  which  are  set  forth  in  detail 
with  allegations  showing  such  illegality,  and  corruptly  caused 
such  biUs  to  be  audited,  and  county  orders  to  be  issued  to 
himself  therefor,  and  such  orders  to  be  paid  by  the  county 
treasurer,  and  that  thereby,  through  forms  of  law,  he  trans- 
ferred the  money  so  paid  from  such  treasury  to  his  personal 
possession,  and  converted  the  same  to  his  own  use.  One 
cause  of  action  is  for  money  alleged  to  have  been  drawn  in 
the  manner  aforesaid,  for  services  in  excess  of  those  allowed 
by  law,  and  for  pretended  services,  not  rendered,  and  dis- 
bursements not  made  or  legally  chargeable ;  one  for  goods, 
wares,  and  merchandise,  and  labor  furnished  by  Mclniyre  for 
use  in  constructing  a  so-called  county  road  that  had  no  ex- 
istence in  fact;  and  one  for  money  drawn  on  a  county  order 
which  Mclntyre  caused  to  be  issued  without  any  claim  being 
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placed  on  file  upon  which  to  base  such  order,  or  there  being 
any  consideration  therefor.  Facts  are  further  set  forth  to 
the  effect  that  plaintiffs  are  taxpayers  of  the  coonty;  that 
after  Mclntyre^s  term  of  office  expired,  and  in  July,  1895, 
they  laid  the  matters  complained  of,  with  a  full  statement  of 
the  facts,  before  the  county  board,  and  demanded  that  such 
board  institute  an  action  to  recover  the  money  squandered 
as  aforesaid,  which  was  refused,  and  that  thereupon  they  in- 
stituted this  action  in  their  own  behalf  and  that  of  all  other 
taxpayers  of  the  county.  The  relief  prayed  for  is  that  Mc- 
Intyre  be  compelled  to  account  and  restore  to  the  county, 
for  its  use,  the  money  illegally  and  fraudulently  obtained  by 
him,  as  stated  in  the  complaint,  and  pay  the  costs  and  dis- 
bursements of  the  action. 

A  demurrer  was  interposed  to  each  cause  of  action,  for 
want  of  sufficient  facts  stated  therein  to  constitute  a  cause 
of  action,  and  for  want  of  facts  stated  sufficient  to  show  juris- 
diction of  the  action.  The  demurrer  was  overruled,  and  this 
appeal  was  taken  from  the  order  entered  to  that  effect. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Bycm^  Hurley  dB 
Janes  and  D,  JE.  lHordom^  and  oral  argument  by  T.  C.  Bycm. 
They  contended,  inter  aliay  that  sec.  692,  K.  S.  1878,  does  not 
mean  that  all  contracts  made  in  violation  thereof  are  nulli- 
ties, but  merely  that  they  are  void  if  the  county  chooses  to 
consider  them  so.  After  they  have  been  wholly  or  partially 
executed  they  will  not  be  set  aside  without  compelling  the 
plaintiff  to  do  equity.  1  Dillon,  Mun.  Corp.  §  444;  Macon 
V.  Hvffj  60  Ga.  221;  Oreen  v.  Kemp^  13  Mass.  515;  Allis  v. 
Billlngsy  6  Met.  415;  People  v.  Open  Board  S.  B.  B.  Co.  92 
N.  Y.  98;  B(yyd  v.  Blankman,  29  Cal.  19;  White  v.  Iselin,  26 
Minn.  487;  Hoffmcm  v.  Harrington^  28  Mich.  90;  Farnum 
V.  Ferry y  43  Vt.  473;  Cook  v,  Berlin  Woolen  MiU  Co.  43  Wis. 
445;  Zee  v.  Peckham,  17  Wis.  391;  Pomeroy,  Eq.  Jur.  §  391; 
Hammond  v.  Wallace^  85  Cal.  522. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Oitrtis  dk  Beid 
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and  John  Barnes^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Ba/mea.  They 
argued,  among  other  things,  that  taxpayers  have  a  right  to 
protect  themselves  against  illegal  and  fraudulent  acts  of  offi- 
cials. Peek  V.  School  Dist.  21  Wis.  522;  Whitmg  v.  S,  cfe 
F.  du  Z.  B.  Co.  25  id.  167;  Lawaon  v.  Schnellm^  33  id.  288; 
J^evil  V.  Cliford,  55  id.  161 ;  Willard  v.  Comstoch,  58  id.  565 ; 
Lynch  v.  K,  L.  F.  cfe  M.  B,  Co.  67  id.  430;  Bay  Zwnd  dk 
Imp.  Co.  V.  Washburn^  79  id.  425 ;  Mg  Vichie  v.  Knight^  82  id. 
137;  Fowler  v.  Superior^  85  id.  411.  A  taxpayer  has  as  good 
a  right  to  maintain  such  an  action  as  a  stockholder  in  a  pri- 
vate corporation  has  to  compel  money  to  be  restored  to  its 
treasury  that  was  wrongfully  taken  therefrom  by  its  officers. 
Quaw  V.  Paffi  98  Wis.  586.  Such  right  of  action  clearly 
exists.  Cook,  Stock  (2d  ed.),  §  750 ;  Dodge  v.  WooUey^  18 
How.  331 ;  Memphis  O.  G.  Co.  v.  WiUiamsoriy  9  Heisk.  314 ; 
Park  V.  PetrdUn/m  Co.  25  W.  Va.  108.  Appellant  is  in  no 
better  position  to  recover  quarUum  meruit  for  the  goods  fur- 
nished the  county  than  if  the  goods  had  not  been  paid  for 
and  he  was  bringing  suit  to  recover  the  vjilue  of  them. 
Pickett  V.  School  Diet.  25  Wis.  551 ;  Oconto  Co.  v.  EiaUj  47  id. 
208 ;  People  ex  rd.  Plugger  v.  Township  Boa/rd  of  Overyaselj 
11  Mich.  222. 

Marshall,  J.  It  is  suggested  by  appellant's  counsel  in 
support  of  the  demurrer  to  the  cause  of  action  to  recover 
back  illegal  compensation  for  supervisor's  services,  alleged 
to  have  been  paid  by  the  county  to  appellant,  that  plaintiffs 
have  an  adequate  remedy  at  law  under  sees.  2955-2957,  R.  S. 
1878.  That  gives  a  person  aggrieved  by  an  officer's  demanding 
and  receiving  of  him  illegal  fees  or  compensation,  a  remedy  at 
law  to  recover  the  same  back,  with  a  penalty  of  $25.  True, 
if  plaintiffs  have  an  adequate,  or  any,  remedy  under  such 
section,  it  is  an  objection  to  the  sufficiency  of  the  complaint 
that  may  be  reached  by  demurrer;  but  it  is  quite  clear  that 
no  such  remedy  exists.    The  sections  referred  to  apply  solely 
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to  cases  where  a  person  has  been  directly  injured  by  being 
required  to  compensate  an  officer  beyond  that  to  which  he 
is  legally  entitled.  This  action  is  to  enforce  a  cause  of  ac- 
tion in  favor  of  the  county.  It  is  the  corporation  that  has 
been  directly  injured  and  has  the  primary  right  to  proceed. 
Plaintiffs^  interests  are  wholly  indirect,  like  that  of  a  mem- 
ber of  any  private  corporation  under  the  same  circumstances. 
They  could  not  proceed  at  law  for  an  injury  to  the  corpo- 
ration, or  in  their  own  names  for  their  own  benefit,  inde- 
pendent  of  a  statute  granting  the  remedy,  and  certainly  there 
is  none.  Illegal  acts  of  corporate  officers,  whereby  its  prop- 
erty is  misapplied,  squandered,  or  lost,  are  not  injuries  to  the 
separate  interests  of  its  stockholders  or  members,  that  can 
be  reached  and  remedied  in  a  direct  action  by  them.  As  to 
them  the  injury  is  purely  incidental  and  consequential,  the 
direct  injury  being  to  the  corporation  itself,  and  must  neces- 
sarily be  redressed  by  it  or  for  its  use,  for  the  benefit  of  all 
the  members  thereof.  Thomp.  Corp.  §  4476;  Dillon,  Mun. 
Corp.  §  915. 

The  next  point  made  is  directed  particularly  to  the  cause 
of  action  to  recover  money  received  by  Mclntyre  for  goods, 
wares,  and  merchandise,  and  labor  alleged  to  have  been  fur- 
nished by  him  to  the  county  while  he  was  a  member  of  its 
board  of  supervisors,  in  violation  of  sec.  692,  R.  S.  1878, 
which  prohibits  a  person  so  circumstanced  from  being  a 
party  to,  or  in  any  way  or  manner  interested,  either  directly 
or  indirectly,  in,  apy  contract  or  agreement  whatever  with 
the  county,  for  the  purchase  of  any  article  whatever,  re- 
quired by  such  county,  and  provides  that  all  contracts  or 
agreements  in  violation  thereof  shall  be  void,  and  the  of- 
fending supervisor,  by  reason  of  his  offense,  be  deemed  to 
have  thereby  vacated  his  office.  The  purpose  of  that  section 
was  unmistakably  to  include  contracts,  executed  as  well  as 
executory,  between  members  of  a  county  board  and  their 
county  for  the  purchase  of  any  and  all  articles  for  its  use. 
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No  member  of  a  county  board  can  be  interested,  directly  or 
indirectly,  in  any  such  contract  without  being  guilty  of  gross 
violation  of  public  duty,  and  liable  to  respond  therefor  in 
damages  to  the  corporation  to  the  full  extent  of  any  pecun- 
iary benefit  received  by  him  in  any  event,  and  such  further 
sum  as  the  corporation  may  have  lost  by  his  unfaithful  con- 
duct. 

But  it  is  said  the  county  received  a  benefit  from  the  prop- 
erty and  labor  furnished  by  appellant,  and  that  the  rule  is 
that  equity  will  not  interfere  with  an  executed  contract 
under  such  circumstances,  and  compel  a  restitution  of  the 
money  received  on  the  illegal  contract,  or  any  part  of  it, 
while  the  corporation  retains  the  benefit,  and  many  author- 
ities are  cited  in  support  of  that  view,  all  relating,  however, 
to  cases  where,  though  the  corporation  had  power  to  incur 
the  indebtedness  or  make  the  expenditure,  there  was  some 
violation  of  law  in  the  manner  of  doing  it.  That  has  often 
been  recognized  and  applied  in  this  court,  as  in  Pickett  v. 
School  Dist  25  Wis.  551,  but  a  distinction  was  there  clearly 
made  between  such  circumstances  and  those  where  the  man- 
ner of  doing  the  thing  was  not  only  unlawful,  but  the  doing 
of  the  act  at  all  was  unlawful  as  well.  The  court  said  in 
the  latter  mentioned  circumstances:  "The  parties  acquire 
no  rights  which  can  be  enforced  either  in  courts  of  law  or 
equity."  But  in  the  former,  the  thing  contracted  for  being 
itself  lawful  and  beneficial,  it  would  seem  improper  to  allow 
the  party  who  may  be  entitled  to  avoid  it,  to  receive  and 
retain  the  benefit  without  any  consideration  at  all.  The 
court  was  there  speaking  of  a  contract  voidable  as  against 
public  policy  under  common-law  principles  as  distinguished 
from  those  void  absolutely  as  not  ivithin  the  power  of  the 
corporation.  The  same  distinction  was  recognized  in  Beyer 
V.  Orandon,  98  Wis.  306,  where  it  was  held  by  this  court, 
that  performance  of  a  contract  with  a  town  to  construct  a 
road  that  has  no  legal  existence  does  not  create  a  claim. 
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legal  or  equitable,  against  such  town.  That  rule  applies  to 
the  greater  part  of  the  sum  sought  to  be  recovered  by  the 
second  cause  of  action,  the  same  having  been  paid,  as  al- 
leged, for  property  and  labor  in  the  construction  of  a  so- 
called  county  road  that  had  no  legal  existence. 

Independent  of  the  rule  discussed  in  the  foregoing,  how- 
ever, it  is  quite  clear  that  our  statute  means  what  it  says  in 
declaring  all  contracts,  between  a  supervisor  and  the  county 
for  the  purchase  of  articles  for  its  use,  void,  and  that  the 
offending  member  shall  be  deemed  to  have  vacated  his  oflBce 
by  reason  of  his  conduct.  True,  in  White  ix  Isdin^  26  Minn. 
487,  where  the  statute  of  that  state,  which  declares  that  if 
a  guardian,  executor,  or  administrator  be  interested,  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  a  sale  of  real  estate  made  by  him  it  shall 
render  such  sale  void,  the  court  held  that  the  word  "  void  " 
was  used,  not  in  the  sense  of  absolutely  void,  or  void  at  law, 
but  as  voidable  in  equity ;  but  that  result  was  reached  by 
a  process  of  reasoning  which,  applied  to  this  case,  reaches 
the  opposite  result.  As  there  said,  in  effect,  the  word  "  void  " 
is  sometimes  used  in  the  sense  of  absolutely  void,  so  that  no 
title  passes  under  a  contract  to  which  it  applies,  and  some- 
times in  the  restricted  sense  of  voidable  in  equity,  so  that 
oftentimes,  under  a  statute  using  the  term,  a  question  of 
intention  is  presented  which  must  be  determined  by  the 
established  rules  of  statutory  interpretation.  The  general 
policy  of  the  statute  to  give  stability  to  titles,  taken  in  con- 
nection with  some  sections  of  the  Minnesota  statute  declar- 
ing that  no  irregularity  in  making  the  sale,  after  license 
duly  issued,  shall  render  such  sale  subject  to  question  by  a 
stranger  to  the  title  sold,  and  other  sections  indicating  that 
a  sale  and  conveyance,  though  affected  by  some  irregularity 
that  might  render  it  subject  to  question,  unless  seasonably 
challenged,  and  before  innocent  parties  become  interested, 
will  be  held  to  convey  a  good  title,  were  deemed  sufficiently 
persuasive  to  warrant  the  court  in  holding  that  the  word 
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"  void  "  as  there  used  iras  not  intended  to  extend  the  com- 
mon-law rule  on  the  subject.  Hoffman  v.  Harrmgton^  28 
Mich.  90;  Forbes  v.  Halsey^  26  N.  Y.  53;  TerwiUiger  v. 
Brovm^  44  N.  Y.  237,  and  many  other  cases  that  might  be 
cited,  held  to  the  opposite  view  in  respect  to  similar  stat- 
utes, the  courts  not  perceiving  circumstances  indicating  a 
legislative  intent  to  use  the  word  other  than  in  its  ordinary 
strict  sense.  Technical  accuracy,  it  is  admitted  by  all  courts 
and  text  writers,  makes  all  contracts  and  acts  to  which  the 
word  applies,  nullities  and  of  no  effect  whatever,  not  even 
to  furnish  a  groundwork  to  make  a  valid  contract  by  con- 
firmation or  ratification.  This  court  gave  to  the  word,  as 
used  in  our  statute  prohibiting  administrators  and  guardians 
from  buying  at  their  own  sales,  the  same  construction  as  the 
Minnesota  court,  in  Mehna  v.  Pahst  Brewing  Go,  93  Wis.  153, 
and  for  the  same  reasons,  admitting,  however,  that  entire 
legal  accuracy  was  thereby  invaded  to  carry  out  what  was 
deemed  to  be  the  real  purpose  of  the  statute.  In  Woodhiry 
V.  Parker,  19  Vt.  353,  and  WicUiff  v,  RoUnson,  18  111.  145, 
the  word  "  void,"  in  a  statute  prohibiting  a  sheriff  from  buy- 
ing at  his  own  sale,  was  held  to  have  been  used  by  the  law- 
makers in  the  strict  general  sense  of  void  absolutely.  In 
reaching  that  conclusion  the  Illinois  court  was  influenced 
by  the  obvious  policy  of  the  law  in  which  the  word  occurred, 
to  remove  all  danger  of  pecuniary  gain  causing  a  departure 
from  oflBcial  duty. 

So  it  is  manifest,  as  has  been  remarked  often  by  text  writ- 
ers and  of tener  by  courts,  that  few,  if  any,  words  are  more 
inaccurately  used  in  the  books  than  the  word  "  void."  Some- 
times it  means  void  absolutely,  and  sometimes  void  condi- 
tionally, and  the  courts  are  necessarily  compelled,  in  order 
to  carry  out  the  real  pjirpose  of  the  lawmakers,  to  determine 
as  to  each  statute  where  the  word  occurs  what  was  the 
thought  in  the  minds  of  such  lawmakers,  and  that  is  often 
not  free  from  difficulty.    Some  familiar  rules  of  interpreta- 
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tion  most  necessarily  play  au  important  part  in  reaching  a 
correct  conclosion  here,  among  which  are,  that  where  words 
may  be  viewed  in  a  comprehensive  general  sense,  or  a  par- 
ticular and  restrictive  sense,  the  presumption  is,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  anything  indicating  a  contrary  purpose,  that  the 
comprehensive  general  sense  was  intended ;  and  that  where 
language  is  susceptible  of  two  reasonable  interpretations, 
one  that  will  create  an  absolute  forfeiture,  and  the  other  not, 
courts  lean  towards  the  latter;  but  where  it  will  admit  of 
but  one  reasonable  interpretation,  courts  must  hold  to  that 
whatever  may  be  the  consequences  of  it. 

So,  we  start  with  what  must  be  conceded,  that  the  primary 
and  strictly  accurate  meaning  of  the  word  "  void  "  is  that  of 
absolute  nullity.  Void  things  are  as  no  things.  We  look  in 
rain  for  anything  in  the  statute  under  consideration,  or  any 
circumstances  of  public  policy,  to  indicate  that  the  legisla- 
ture, in  prohibiting  members  of  boards  of  supervisors  from 
being  pecuniarily  interested  in  county  contracts  for  the  pur- 
chase of  articles  for  its  use,  used  the  word  in  question  in  any 
other  than  its  broad,  general  sense.  On  the  contrary  it  would 
seem  that  public  policy  requires  a  most  rigid  adherence  to 
the  plain  meaning  of  language  wisely  designed  to  prevent 
such  officers  from  contracting  with  themselves  and  speculat- 
ing off  their  counties  by  being  either  directly  or  indirectly 
interested  in  the  sale  of  material  for  its  use,  and  that  all  temp- 
tation to  do  so  should  be  removed  by  absolutely  prohibiting 
the  power  to  do  so.  If  anything  other  than  such  public  policy, 
which  we  may  safely  assume  influenced  the  lawmakers,  were 
wanting  to  show  the  purpose  of  the  law  in  question,  it  is  fur- 
nished by  the  penalty  of  the  statute,  in  that  an  official  who 
shall  violate  its  provisions  is  deemed  thereby  to  have  vacated 
his  office.  The  legislative  idea,  seen  in  the  statute,  was  not 
only  to  render  absolutely  void  any  contract  made  in  viola- 
tion of  its  provisions,  but  to  render  an  offending  official  in- 
capable of  a  further  violation  thereof.    Where  a  statute 
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declares  a  contract  void  and  imposes  a  penalty  for  making 
it,  such  contract  is  illegal,  it  is  absolutely  void,  not  voidable 
merely  (Endlich,  Interp.  Stat.  §  270 ;  Maxwell,  Interp.  Stat. 
[3d  ed.],  297);  and  where  public  policy  requires  a  strict  con- 
struction, the  word  should  always  receive  its  natural  force 
and  effect.    Id. 

The  foregoing  appears  to  leave  no  room  for  reasonable 
controversy  as  to  the  sense  in  which  the  word  "  void  "  was 
used  in  the  statute  under  consideration;  and  it  follows  log- 
ically that  appellant  got  no  title  to  money  he  obtained  for 
property  furnished  for  use  on  the  pretended  county  high- 
way, because  it  had  no  legal  existence,  and  there  was  no 
power  to  expend  county  money  thereon;  and  no  title  to 
money  obtained  by  him  through  sales  of  material  to  the 
county,  because  such  transactions  were  utterly  void  and  ille- 
gal. Therefore  the  county  has  a  cause  of  action  against 
appellant  to  recover  all  such  money. 

The  only  other  contention  in  favor  of  the  demurrers  that 
need  be  considered  is  one  that  applies  to  all  the  causes  of 
action,  viz.,  that  if  the  county  has  a  remedy  for  the  wrongs 
complained  of,  it  is  at  law,  hence  this  action  in  equity  can- 
not be  maintained;  that  the  duty  of  determining  when  a 
suit  shall  be  brought  being  vested  in  the  county  board,  it 
cannot  be  controlled  or  exercised  by  a  taxpayer.  Such  con- 
tention is  based  in  a  misapprehension  of  the  nature  of  the 
remedy  invoked  by  plaintiffs,  as  further  discussion  will  show. 

True,  the  discretionary  power  is  vested  in  the  county 
board,  of  determining  when  a  suit  shall  be  brought  to  en- 
force its  rights,  but  that  means  legal  discretion.  Where 
there  is  a  clear  abuse  of  power  in  that  regard,  the  body 
guilty  of  it  is  thereby  placed  outside  the  protection  of  the 
rule  stated,  and  may  be  compelled  to  act,  or  in  some  cases 
other  remedies  may  be  resorted  to.  If  a  county  or  other 
corporation  has  a  plain  cause  of  action  for  an  injury  done  to 
it,  that  should  be  enforced  for  the  protection  of  its  members, 
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and  its  governing  body  refuses  to  perform  its  plain  duty  in 
the  premises,  our  system  of  jurisprudence  is  by  no  means  so 
weak  that  justice  can  thereby  be  defeated.  On  the  con- 
trary, any  member  of  the  corporation,  by  reason  of  his  indi- 
rect interest  therein,  suing  in  behalf  of  himself  and  all 
similarly  situated,  may  set  judicial  proceedings  in  motion, 
making  the  corporation  a  defendant,  as  trustee  for  all  its 
members,  and  thereby  enforce  the  rights  of  the  corporation. 
It  was  the  early  doctrine  in  New  York  that  a  taxpayer 
could  not  prosecute  such  an  action  as  this.  The  result  was 
that  when  the  people  of  the  city  and  county  of  New  York 
discovered  that  they  had  been  systematically  plundered  by 
trusted  officials,  and  tRe  members  of  the  governing  body  of 
the  corporations  were  so  interested  in  the  fraudulent  schemes 
by  which  the  people  had  been  defrauded  that  they  would  not 
prosecute  to  recover  the  public  funds,  squandered  and  lost, 
such  taxpayers  were  powerless  to  meet  the  situation  in  any  ef- 
fective manner,  and  the  legislature  was  compelled  to  provide 
a  remedy.  It  was  not  questioned  in  the  early  case  of  DoolitUe 
V.  Supers  of  Broom  Co.  18  N.  Y.  155,  or  in  the  later  case  of 
People  V.  IngersoUj  68  N.  Y.  1,  where  the  situation  referred 
to  developed,  but  that  for  malfeasance  in  office,  by  officers  of 
a  public  corporation,  resulting  in  squandering  public  funds, 
such  corporation  has  a  right  of  action  to  recover  its  damages, 
or  the  power  of  a  court  of  equity  to  reach  the  mischief  at 
the  suit  of  a  taxpayer;  but  it  was  deemed  inconsistent  with 
wise  public  policy  to  permit  one,  or  any  number,  of  private 
persons,  by  reason  of  their  indirect  interests,  to  set  them- 
selves up  as  champions  of  the  community  and  thereby  com- 
pel officers  to  meet  them  in  the  courts  and  account  for  their 
official  conduct.  Such  holding,  under  the  circumstances, 
amounted  to  an  absolute  denial  of  justice.  It  is  contrary 
to  the  administration  of  equity  jurisprudence  in  most  juris- 
dictions, and  contrary  to  repeated  rulings  of  this  court  on 
the  subject. 
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The  general  rule  is  that  where  a  cause  of  action  exists  in 
favor  of  a  corporation,  and  its  governing  body  refuses  to  en- 
force it,  any  member  thereof  may  do  so  by  suing  in  equity 
in  behalf  of  himself  and  all  others  similarly  situated.  Thomp- 
son, Corp.  §  M79;  Boud  v.  TT.,  P.  cfe  JS.  H.  Go.  65  Wis.  108; 
ITinz  V.  Van  Dus&riy  95  Wis.  503.  That  applies  to  public  as 
well  as  private  corporations.  Willard  v.  Comstocky  58  Wis. 
665 ;  Frederick  v.  Douglas  Co.  96  Wis.  411 ;  Qtcaw  v.  Paff^ 
98  Wis.  586;  Dillon,  Mun.  Corp.  §  915.  And  by  force  of  a 
statute  of  this  state,  a  creditor  of  a  corporation  has  sufScient 
interest  therein  to  entitle  him  to  maintain  the  action.  South 
Bmd  C.  P.  Co.  V.  George  C.  Cribl  Co.  97  Wis.  230;  Gores  v. 
Day^  99  Wis.  276.  The  purpose  of  the  remedy  in  such  cases 
is  not  to  interfere  with  the  exercise  of  legal  discretion  on 
the  part  of  those  charged  with  the  primary  duty  of  enforc- 
ing corporate  rights,  but  to  furnish  relief  where  there  is  an 
unjustifiable  neglect  or  refusal  to  exercise  such  discretion. 
Neither  is  the  remedy  confined  to  the  one  which  the  corpo- 
ration may  invoke,  whether  equitable  or  legal.  The  remedy- 
afforded  to  a  member  of  a  corporation  is  necessarily  in  equity, 
for  he  has  no  direct  interest  to  be  protected  by  a  personal 
action.  He  must  proceed  in  equity  or  not  at  all,  joining  the 
corporation  as  a  party  in  the  capacity  of  trustee  for  aU  its 
members. 

So  the  test  is  not  whether  the  corporation  can  sue  in  equity, 
but  whether  it  can  sue  at  all.  Whether  its  remedy,  if  exer- 
cised direct,  would  be  at  law  or  in  equity,  that  of  the  mem- 
ber indirectly  interested,  to  enforce  its  rights,  must  always 
be  in  equity.  That  is  his  only  remedy.  The  direct  injury 
to  be  remedied  is  to  the  corporation  as  a  whole.  The  cause 
of  action  belongs  to  the  corporation,  but  is  enforceable, 
rather  than  that  justice  shall  utterly  fail,  by  the  remedy 
in  equity  at  the  suit  of  its  members.  Bay  City  Bridge  Co. 
V.  Van  EUen^  36  Mich.  210,  upon  which  appellant  chiefly 
relies  as  authority  that  this  action  will  not  lie  because  the 
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county  could  not  sue  in  equity,  was  a  suit  by  the  corporation* 
Its  cause  of  action  was  held  to  be  at  law  because  the  defend- 
ant was  no  longer  an  officer,  hence  could  not  be  charged  in 
equity  as  a  trustee  for  the  corporation.  But  if  the  corpora- 
tion had  refused  to  prosecute  for  the  wrongs  done  to  it  and 
a  member  thereof  desired  to  move  in  the  matter,  his  only 
remedy  would  have  been  in  equity,  not  to  enforce  his  cause 
of  action,  but  to  enforce  the  cause  of  action  of  the  corpora- 
tion by  the  only  remedy  open  to  him  for  that  purpose. 

So  the  rule  is  firmly  established  that  where  a  cause  of  ac- 
tion exists  in  favor  of  a  corporation,  whatever  be  its  proper 
remedy,  if  its  governing  body  refuses  to  proceed,  justice  can- 
not thereby  be  defeated,  for  those  upon  whom  the  injury 
indirectly  falls  may  obtain  redress  in  equity.  It  certainly 
would  be  a  strange  situation  if  unfaithful  officials  could 
plunder  a  county  in  the  manner  alleged  in  the  complaint 
and  be  free  from  danger  of  being  compelled  to  return  their 
ill-gotten  gains,  or  make  good  the  injury  caused  by  their  cor- 
rupt conduct,  because  they  had  retired  froln  office  and  the 
corporation,  through  its  proper  officers,  unjustly  refused  to 
prosecute  them.  The  intelligence  and  wisdom  of  the  law- 
makers, and  the  boasted  power  of  courts  of  equity  to  lay 
hold  of  situations  where  legal  remedies  stop,  and  prevent  a 
failure  of  justice  flowing  from  defective  legal  remedies,  are 
not  rightly  subject  to  such  a  criticism.  As  well  said  by 
Chief  Justice  Obton,  in  WiUard  v.  Comstock,  58  Wis.  565,  in 
substance:  If,  for  conduct  such  as  detailed  in  the  complaint, 
there  is  no  remedy,  and  there  is  none  unless  this  be  proper, 
the  taxpayers  are  at  the  mercy  of  dishonest  officials  and  must 
stand  by  and  see  the  public  treasury  plundered,  bound  help- 
less by  technical  rules  of  law.  The  idea  is  simply  prepos- 
terous, and  that  is  all  that  need  be  said  about  it.  Ko  such 
situation  exists,  as  is  sufficiently  shown  by  what  has  pre- 
ceded. The  powers  of  courts  of  equit}''  are  broad  and  abso- 
lute enough  to  fit  all  situations  where  justice  requires  a 
Vol.  1(K)— 17 


258 


SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN. 


[lOO 


Land,  Log  &  Lumber  Ck>.  and  others  vs.  Hclntyre. 


remedy.  While  guided  by  precedents,  equity  is  not  bound 
by  them,  but  may  meet  new  situations  as  they  arise,  so  that 
in  the  race  between  it  and  the  ingenuity  of  unfaithful  offi- 
cials, the  former  will  generally  prevail,  unless  defeated  by 
utter  insolvency  of  such  officials. 

It  follows  that  each  of  the  causes  of  action  set  forth  in  the 
complaint  states  facts  sufficient  to  support  it,  hence  the  trial 
court  was  right  in  overruling  the  demurrer. 

By  the  Ckywrt. —  The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  affirmed. 

Babdeek,  J.,  took  no  part. 


iOO 

«e 

loe 

7 

lue 

8 

1(MI 

189 

103 

IM 

100 

258 

111 

*274 

Land,  Log  &  Lumber  Company  and  others,  Respondents,  vs. 

McIntyeb,  imp..  Appellant. 

May  26^  June,  SS,  1898. 

Cfounties:  Liability  of  supervisor  for  auditing  iUegal  claims:  QxkBsi'judi- 

cial  acts. 

U  Although  a  member  of  a  county  board  of  supervisors  is  exempt  from 
liability  to  the  corporation  on  account  of  his  action  as  a  member 
of  the  auditing  board,  by  reason  of  the  cftuzm- judicial  nature  of  the 
duties  devolving  on  that  body,  such  exemption  does  not  apply  where 
the  subject  matter  acted  upon  was  outside  its  jurisdiction,  such  as 
claims  in  which  the  member  had  a  pecuniary  interest;  claims  for 
work  and  materials  furnished  for  objects  not  within  the  power  of 
the  board;  claims  allowed  to  officers  in  excess  of  the  compensation 
fixed  by  law  and  in  direct  violation  of  the  statute;  claims  for  work 
and  materials  coiTuptly  contracted  for  by  the  member  and  his  as- 
sociates; claims  which  the  board  were  prohibited  from  auditing 
because  not  properly  made  out,  verified,  and  filed;  and  claims  for 
indebtedness  contracted  in  excess  of  the  constitutional  limitation. 
Such  exemption  applies,  however,  in  respect  to  claims  which  the 
board  were  authorized  to  audit,  though  in  excess  of  the  tax  levy* 
the  issuing  of  orders  thereon  being  what  is  prohibited  by  the  stat- 
ute. 
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2.  Although  the  auditing  of  claims  in  excess  of  the  constitutional  limit- 
ation of  indebtedness,  and  the  issuing  of  orders  in  advanoe  of  the 
tax  levy,  were  outside  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  auditing  board,  yet, 
where  a  tax  levy  has  been  made  and  the  claims  paid,  so  far  as  they 
were  for  legitimate  coimty  expenses  the  county  has  no  claim 
against  a  supervisor  by  reason  of  his  illegal  acts. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Vilas  county : 
W,  F.  Bailet,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  against  JP".  W.  Mclntyre  and  P.  J.  O'Malley,  mem- 
bers of  the  county  board  of  Vilas  county  from  April,  1894, 
to  April,  1895,  Mclntyre  being  chairman  of  the  board,  to 
compel  them  to  account  and  pay  over  to  such  county,  for  its 
use,  moneys  alleged  to  have  been,  through  fraudulent  and 
iUegal  practices,  squandered,  misapplied,  and  converted  to 
their  own  use.  The  county  is  joined  as  a  defendant,  and  the 
complaint  contains  the  usual  allegations  of  a  demand  on  the 
county  board  to  prosecute  for  the  wrongs  complained  of,  a 
refusal  to  comply  with  such  demand,  that  plaintiffs  are  tax- 
payers of  the  county,  and  that  they  sue  in  behalf  of  them- 
selves and  all  other  such  taxpayers.  The  complaint  further 
sets  forth  all  the  necessary  formal  allegations,  and,  in  effect, 
that  said  Mclntyre  and  O'Malley,  while  members  of  the 
county  board  of  Vilas  county,  as  such  members  entered  into 
contracts,  incurred  indebtedness  thereon,  audited  bills  for 
claims  for  the  payment  of  such  indebtedness,  and  issued 
county  orders  to  cover  such  claims,  specifying  the  same  in 
considerable  detail,  in  excess  of  all  available  county  funds 
and  tax  levies  for  the  year;  also  that,  conspiring  together 
to  defraud  the  county,  they  corruptly  appropriated  money 
to  themselves  and  drew  the  same  from  the  county  treasury; 
that  they  obtained  other  money  from  the  county  by  means 
of  furnishing  labor  and  material  at  an  exorbitant  price  in  and 
about  the  building  of  a  pretended  county  road  that  had  no 
existence  in  fact,  of  which  they  had  full  knowledge,  auditing 
bills  for  such  labor  and  material,  issuing  orders  thereon  to 
themselves,  and  obtaining  pay  thereon ;  that  they  corruptly 
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audited  other  bills  and  issued  county  orders  thereon  for  the 
construction  of  such  pretended  highway,  which  orders  were 
paid,  specifying  the  amount,  and  that  such  orders  were  is- 
sued to  the  extent  of  many  thousands  of  dollars  in  excess  of 
the  constitutional  limitation  of  indebtedness,  specifying  the 
amount  of  such  excess;  that  they  audited  bills  for  their  own 
private  expenses  in  a  particular  case,  specifying  the  facts  in 
that  regard,  and  knowingly  audited  bills  in  favor  of  other 
officers  in  excess  of  the  amount  allowed  by  law,  by  means  of 
which  money  was  drawn  from  the  treasury  to  pay  such  bills ; 
and  corruptly,  by  other  ways  and  means  stated,  caused  money 
to  be  drawn  from  the  county  treasury  on  illegal  and  fraud- 
ulent claims.  The  prayer  for  relief  is  for  an  accounting,  and 
that  defendants  Molntyre  and  O'ifalley  be  compelled  to  pay 
to  the  county,  for  its  use,  the  money  corruptly  obtained  by 
them,  or  through  their  corrupt  practices,  from  the  treasury 
of  the  county,  and  lost.  The  complaint  further  shows  that 
the  terms  of  offices  of  the  alleged  unfaithful  officials  expired 
before  the  action  was  commenced. 

The  complaint  was  demurred  to  generally,  which  demur- 
rer was  overruled  and  an  order  entered  accordingly,  from 
which  this  appeal  was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  D,  E.  Riordan  and 
Ryauy  Hurley  <&  JoneSj  a  brief  in  reply  by  Bycmy  Hurley  d6 
Jones  J  and  the  cause  was  argued  orally  by  T,  C.  Rycm.  They 
contended,  mter  alia^  that  no  civil  action  lies  against  a  judi- 
cial officer,  or  an  officer  or  person  acting  in  a  judicial  capac- 
ity, for  the  careless,  improper,  or  erroneous  performance  of 
his  judicial  duties.  Fath  v.  Koej>pel,  72  Wis.  289;  WaU  v. 
TrumbvU,  16  Mich.  228;  HunUr  v.  Mobley,  26  S.  C.  192; 
State  ex  rd.  Reynolds  v.  Comm^ra  of  Tippecanoe  Co.  45  Ind. 
501 ;  Ham,non  v.  Grizzard^  99  N.  0. 161.  Nor  does  it  change 
the  rule  if  it  be  alleged  that  the  decision  was  made  corruptly, 
Steele  v.  Dvmha/m^  26  Wis.  393 ;  Jonee  v.  Hrowny  54  Iowa,  74 ; 
Stewart  v.  Cooley^  23  Minn.  347. 
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For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  John  Ba/mea  and 
Curtis,  Reid  <&  Smithy  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Ba/mea. 
To  the  point  that  it  is  only  when  a  municipal  boards  acts 
within  the  scope  of  its  authority  in  allowing  bills  that  its 
a<5ts  will  be  considered  j'l^iawi-judicial,  they  cited  Board  of 
Supers  of  Richmond  Go,  v.  Ellisy  69  N.  Y.  620,  and  cases  cited ; 
State  V.  Haaim^Sy  37  Neb.  96;  McCracJcen,  v.  Soucy,  29  111. 
App.  619;  BlaJi/r  v.  Lant/n/y  21  Neb.  247;  Tweed? a  CaaCy  16 
Wall.  504;  People  v,  IngeraoUy  58  N.  Y.  1;  People  v.  FiddSy 
id.  491 ;  Lincoln  v.  Ghapvny  132  Mass.  470. 

Marshall,  J.  Most  of  the  questions  presented  on  this 
appeal  are  ruled  against  appellant  in  Lamdy  Log  <&  Lumber 
Co.  V.  Mclntyrey  arvtey  p.  245,  and  so  far,  reference  to  what  is 
there  said  is  sufficient. 

The  sole  cause  of  action  stated  in  the  complaint  is  for  a  re- 
covery, from  appellant  and  his  associate  O'Malley,  of  money 
for  the  use  of  the  county,  which  they,  while  managing  its 
affairs  as  members  of  its  board  of  supervisors,  are  alleged  to 
have  fraudulently  misapplied,  misappropriated,  or  lost.  That 
such  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  managing  officers  of  a  cor- 
poration, whether  public  or  private,  renders  them  person- 
ally  liable  for  the  injury  to  such  corporation,  is  familiar  and 
not  challenged  by  appellant.  Reference  for  authority  on 
the  subject  may  be  had  to  Beach,  Pub.  Corp.  §  197;  Dillon, 
Mun.  Corp.  §  910,  and  cases  there  cited;  Boaton  v.  Simmxmay 
150  Mass.  461 ;  Oorea  v.  Dan/y  99  Wis.  276 ;  People  v.  Tweedy 
63  K  Y.  194. 

The  chief  objection  to  the  complaint,  not  covered  by  the 
decision  in  the  other  case  against  appellant,  referred  to,  is 
that  all  the  alleged  illegal  expenditures  were  made  on  orders 
issued  pursuant  to  bills  audited  by  the  board,  and  that  their 
conduct  in  auditing  such  bills  cannot  be  called  in  question, 
even  though  corrupt.  The  duties  of  auditing  boards  are  gen- 
erally held  to  be  jwa^'-judicial.    Beach,  Pub.  Corp.  §  857. 
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The  statutes  of  this  state  on  the  subject  (sees.  676-688,  B.  S. 
1878),  prescribing  the  procedure  in  the  making,  filing,  and 
auditing  of  claims,  leave  little  if  any  room  for  doubt  as  to 
the  precise  nature  of  the  duties  of  the  board  in  investigating 
and  passing  thereon.  Such  sections  provide  that  claims  shall 
be  made  out  in  writing,  be  itemized,  verified  by  aflBdavit,  and 
filed  with  the  county  clerk,  and  prohibit  the  board  from  con- 
sidering or  acting  on  any  claim  until  so  made  out,  verified, 
and  filed.  They  also  provide  that  the  board  may  take  testi- 
mony, if  deemed  necessary  to  determine  the  truth  of  the 
statements  contained  in  any  claim;  and  further,  that  their 
decision  on  any  claim  shall  be  a  bar  to  any  action  thereon 
other  than  by  appeal  from  such  decision  to  the  court  within 
ninety  days.  The  nature  of  these  proceedings,  it  will  be  ob- 
served, from  beginning  to  end,  quite  resembles  judicial  pro- 
ceedings. The  final  determination  or  decision  of  the  board, 
unless  appealed  from,  has  all  the  conclusiveness  of  a  judg- 
ment upon  the  rights  of  the  parties,  and  it  follows  logically 
that  the  duties  of  the  board,  as  a  board  of  audit,  are  quasi- 
judicial,  and  that,  within  their  jurisdiction,  they  are  not  lia- 
ble either  for  mistakes,  errors  of  judgment,  or  corrupt  conduct. 
The  law  has  been  long  settled  that  way  upon  considerations 
of  public  policy  deemed  sufficient  to  warrant  it.  As  said,  in 
effect,  by  this  court,  in  Steele  v,  Dunham^  26  Wis.  393,  such 
rule  applies  to  all  officers  in  the  performance  of  judicial  or 
quasi-yxHickdl  duties,  to  judges  from  the  highest  to  the  low- 
est, to  j  urors,  and  to  all  public  officers  whatever  name  they 
may  bear;  and  further,  in  substance,  that  if  it  were  other- 
wise, officers,  however  conscientious  and  correct  in  their  offi- 
cial life,  would  be  constantly  in  danger  of  having  their  actions 
challenged  in  court  by  disappointed  persons,  and  that  inde- 
pendence necessary  to  the  judicial  function  seriously  inter- 
fered with.  To  avoid  that  danger,  judicial  officers,  high  or 
low,  such  officers  strictly  so  called  and  those  j'w^-judicial  as 
well,  and  all  in  the  performance  of  duties  of  a  judicial  nat- 
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ure,  within  their  jurisdiction^  have  complete  immunity  from 
actions  for  damages  on  account  of  their  official  acts. 

This  rule  was  stated  in  Wilson  v.  New  YorT^^  1  Denio,  595, 
by  Beabdslet,  C.  J.,  which  is  often  referred  to  by  courts  and 
text  writers,  in  substance  thus:  Ko  action  lies  in  any  case 
for  misconduct  or  delinquency,  however  gross,  in  the  per- 
formance of  judicial  duties,  and  although  the  officer  may 
not  in  strictness  be  a  judge,  still,  if  his  powers  are  discre- 
tionary, to  be  exerted  or  withheld  according  to  his  view  of 
what  is  necessary  and  proper,  they  are  in  their  nature  judi- 
cial, and  he  is  exempt  from  all  responsibility  by  action  for 
the  motives  which  influence  him,  and  the  manner  in  which 
such  duties  are  performed ;  if  corrupt  he  may  be  impeached 
or  removed,  but  the  law  will  not  tolerate  an  action  to  redress 
any  in<lividual  wrong  which  may  be  done.  But  such  im- 
munity from  liability,  incident  to  the  judicial  function,  goes 
no  further  than  the  result  of  the  judicial  act;  so  if  a  mem- 
ber of  an  auditing  board,  in  passing  on  a  claim  which  such 
board  has  a  right  to  audit,  acts  negligently  or  corruptly,  for 
that  alone  there  is  no  liability ;  but  if  the  mischief  goes  back 
further,  and  there  is  fraud  in  contracting  the  indebtedness 
itself,  either  because  not  authorized  by  law,  although  for 
some  legitimate  public  purpose,  or  intentionally  excessive  or 
fraudulently  contracted  from  any  other  cause,  liability  at- 
taches from  the  first  act  of  infidelity  to  the  public  trust,  if 
actual  damage  flows  therefrom.  The  mere  auditing  of  the 
claim  in  such  a  case  is  but  a  step  in  the  scheme  of  fraudu- 
lently plundering  the  public  treasury,  and  bc^hind  it  the 
unfaithful  officer  cannot  successfully  hide  and  rely  on  his 
judicial  character  for  protection.  If  such  were  not  the  case, 
members  of  auditing  boards  of  public  corporations,  who  are 
also  the  managers  of  the  general  corporate  business,  as  in 
case  of  a  county,  town,  or  village  board,  or  city  council,  might 
easily  fraudulently  empty  the  public  treasury  by  corruptly 
auditing  claims  based  on  previously  incurred  fraudulent  in- 
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debtedness  with  which  they  were  culpably  connected,  and 
defy  prosecution  for  the  public  injury  because  the  final  act, 
consummating  the  fraud,  was  in  form  judicial.  No  such 
wide  open  door  for  the  escape  of  dishonest  officials  exists. 
In  the  celebrated  case  of  People  v.  Tweedy  63  N.  Y.  194,  every 
possible  avenue  of  escape  was  sought  by  the  eminent  counsel 
for  the  members  of  the  board  of  audit  of  the  county  of  New 
York,  who  had  systematically  plundered  its  treasury  by 
auditing  fraudulent  claims  which  such  board  were  instru- 
mental in  creating,  yet  it  does  not  appear  to  have  occurred 
to  such  counsel  that  the  judicial  act  of  auditing  such  claims 
could  be  set  up  as  a  defense  to  the  action  to  compel  restora- 
tion of  the  public  money  dishonestly  appropriated  and  lost. 
From  the  foregoing,  though  it  must  be  conceded  that  no 
action  lies  against  appellant  for  damages  to  the  corporation 
growing  out  of  his  action  as  a  member  of  the  auditing  board, 
as  to  claims  the  board  had  a  right  to  audit,  that  does  not 
apply  where  the  subject  matter  acted  upon  was  outside  its 
jurisdiction,  such  as  claims  in  which  the  appellant  had  a  pe- 
cuniary interest,  they  being  excluded  according  to  the  most 
familiar  principles  (12  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  46,  47) ; 
claims  for  work  and  material  furnished  for  objects  not  within 
the  power  of  the  board,  such  as  the  construction  of  a  pre- 
tended county  road  having  no  legal  existence ;  claims  allowed 
to  officers  in  excess  of  the  legal  compensation  provided  by 
law  and  in  direct  violation  of  the  statute  on  the  subject; 
claims  for  work  and  material  corruptly  contracted  for  by 
appellant  and  his  associate;  claims  which  the  board  were 
prohibited  from  considering  because  not  properly  made  out^ 
verified,  and  filed;  and  claims  for  indebtedness  contracted 
in  excess  of  the  constitutional  limitation;  but  does  apply 
to  claims  which  the  board  were  authorized  to  audit,  though 
in  excess  of  taxes  levied,  the  issuing  of  orders  on  such  claims 
being  what  is  prohibited  by  statute,  not  the  incurring  of  in- 
debtedness or  the  auditing  of  claims  therefor. 
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It  follows  from  what  has  preceded,  and  what  was  decided 
in  the  other  case  against  appellant,  to  which  we  have  re- 
ferred, that  on  the  facts  alleged  he  is  liable  to  account  in 
this  action  for  money  appropriated  to  himself  and  associate, 
O'Malley,  to  expend  in  the  improvement  of  roads  and  con- 
verted to  their  own  nse,  money  paid  for  work  and  labor  on 
roads  that  had  no  legal  existence,  money  paid  out  to  appellant 
and  his  associate  for  material  furnished  by  them  to  the  county, 
money  paid  for  fraudulent  or  excessive  charges  pursuant  to 
a  previously  formed  fraudulent  scheme  to  thus  obtain  county 
money  for  the  use  of  appellant  and  his  associate  or  others,- 
money  paid  officers  for  their  private  expenses,  and  losses,  if 
any,  through  auditing  claims  not  filed  in  the  manner  pro- 
vided by  law.  It  is  considered  that  though  the  auditing  of 
claims  for  indebtedness  in  exce^  of  the  constitutional  lim- 
itation was  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the  auditing  board, 
inasmuch  as  a  tax  levy  appears  by  the  complaint  to  have 
been  made  and  the  claims  paid,  so  far  as  they  were  for  legit- 
imate county  expenses  the  county  has  no  claim  against  the 
appellant;  and  the  same  is  true  of  the  issue  of  county  or- 
ders in  advance  of  the  tax  levy.  This  is  said  in  order  to 
furnish  to  the  trial  court  a  complete  guide  for  further  pro- 
ceedings in  the  case. 

There  are  a  multitude  of  matters  alleged  upon  which  an 
account  is  demanded,  some  of  which  are  alleged  so  generally 
that  we  cannot  readily  refer  to  them  particularly.  Enough 
has  been  said  to  enable  the  trial  court  to  dispose  of  the  case 
without  %rther  difficulty. 

By  the  Cowrt. —  The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  affirmed^ 

Babdeen,  J.,  took  no  part 
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'm  '^fM         Eens,  Appellant,  vs.  Northwestern  Mutual  Relief  Asso- 
^05  gw  oiATioN,  Respondent. 

May  ge  —  June  £S,  1898. 

Ldfe  insurance:  Suicide:  Court  and  jury :  Evidence:  Declarations  s^oto- 

ing  intention, 

h  In  an  action  on  a  policy  of  life  insurance  which  did  not  cover  death 
by  suicide,  whether  voluntary  or  involuntary,  sane  or  insane,  there 
was  evidence,  among  other  things,  that  the  deceased  frequently 
became  intoxicated,  quarreled  with  his  wife,  and  then  threatened 
to  kill  himself;  that  on  one  such  occasion  he  attempted  to  cut  his 
throat,  and  on  the  same  evening  said  to  his  mother  **  Grood-by  for 
the  last  time; "  that  the  next  day  he  attempted  to  borrow  a  rifle 
and  a  revolver  to  shoot  rats,  but  finally  purchased  a  revolver  and 
ammunition  and  took  them  to  his  room,  saying  to  another  occu- 
pant of  the  building  that  he  "  had  a  weapon  and  would  never  see 
another  sunrise; "  that  he  resisted  an  attempt  to  take  the  revolver 
away,  and  went  into  the  dining  room  alone;  that  shortly  after- 
wards a  shot  was  heard,  and  the  deceased  was  found  lying  on  the 
floor,  with  a  bullet  hole  through  his  head,  entering  above  the  right 
ear  and  coming  out  back  of  the  left  ear;  and  that  there  were  no 
marks  of  burnt  powder,  and  the  flesh  around  the  hole  was  not 
burned  or  broken.  Held,  that  a  verdict  for  defendant  was  prop- 
erly directed,  the  only  reasonable  inference  which  could  be  drawn 
being  that  the  deceased  took  his  own  lifa 

12.  In  such  a  case  evidence  of  the  declarations  of  the  deceased  within 
the  twenty-four  hours  preceding  his  death,  tending  to  show  an  in- 
tention to  commit  suicide,  was  properly  admitted 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Marathoa 
county:  Chas.  V.  Bakdeen,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  is  an  action  by  the  plaintifif,  as  payee  of  a  life  insur- 
ance policy  upon  the  life  of  her  husband,  who  died  April  2, 
1896,  from  the  effects  of  a  pistol  shot.  The  defense  was  sui- 
cide. The  policy  contained  a  provision  to  the  effect  that 
suicide,  whether  voluntary  or  involuntary,  sane  or  insane, 
WPS  not  a  risk  assumed  by  the  defendant. 

The  evidence  showed  that  the  deceased  had  been  married 
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to  the  plaintiflf  four  or  five  years,  and  frequently  became  in- 
toxicated, and,  when  in  such  condition,  would  have  trouble 
with  the  plaintiflf  and  threaten  to  kill  himself;  that  he  was 
intoxicated  during  the  day  prior  to  his  death,  and  that  the 
night  before  his  death  he  attempted  to  cut  his  throat;  that 
on  the  same  evening  he  said  to  his  mother,  "  Good-by  for  the 
last  time ; "  that  upon  the  following  day,  being  the  day  of  his 
death,  he  tried  to  borrow  a  rifle,  but  failed,  and  in  the  after- 
noon attempted  to  borrow  a  revolver  for  the  purpose  of 
shooting  rats.  Later  he  purchased  a  self-cocking  revolver 
with  ammunition,  and  took  it  to  the  rooms  where  he  lived, 
saying  to  another  occupant  of  the  building  that  he  "  had  a 
w^pon  and  would  never  see  another  sunrise."  His  father 
was  then  sent  for,  and  several  other  neighbors  came,  and  the 
deceased  had  the  revolver  in  one  hand,  flourishing  it  in  the 
air,  and  swinging  his  arms.  He  resisted  an  attempt  to  take 
the  revolver  away  from  him,  and  went  into  the  dining  room 
alone;  and  shortly  afterwards  a  shot  was  heard,  and,  upon 
going  into  the  room,  the  deceased  was  found  lying  upon  the 
floor,  the  revolver  close  to  him,  and  cartridges  scattered  over 
the  floor.  There  was  a  bullet  hole  through  the  head,  enter- 
ing over  the  right  ear  and  coming  out  back  of  the  left  ear. 
There  were  no  marks  of  burnt  powder,  nor  was  the  flesh 
burned  or  broken  around  the  bullet  hole.  The  plaintiff  ob- 
jected to  the  evidence  showing  threats  of  the  deceased  to 
commit  suicide,  and  also  his  other  statements  during  the 
twenty-four  hours  prior  to  his  death,  but  the  evidence  was 
received. 

Upon  this  testimony  the  court  directed  a  verdict  in  favor 
of  the  defendant,  and  from  judgment  upon  such  verdict  the 
plaintiff  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Mylrea^  Marcheiti 
&  Bird^  and  oral  argument  by  C.  B,  Bird,  To  the  point 
that  the  question  whether  the  deceased  committed  suicide 
was  for  the  jury,  they  cited  Home  Benefit  Asso,  v.  Sargenfj 


268  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

Rens  vs.  Northwestern  Mutual  Relief  Ass'n. 

142  TT.  S.  691 ;  Keels  v.  Mut  R.  F,  L.  Asso,  29  Fed.  Eep.  198 ; 
Conn.  Mut,  Z.  Ins.  Co.  v.  McWhirier,  Y3  id.  444;  WhiUateh 
V.  Fidelity  &  C.  Co.  149  N.  Y.  45,  51 ;  Ins.  Co.  v.  BenneU,  90 
Tenn.  256;  Bachmeyer  v.  Mut.  R.  F.  L.  Asso.  82  Wis.  255; 
S,  C.  87  id.  325;  Gronkhite  v.  Tra/velers'  Ins.  Co.  Y5  id.  116; 
JlaUory  v.  Tra/velers^  Ins.  Co.  47  N.  Y.  52 ;  Conn.  Mut.  L.  Ins, 
Co.  V.  Alcens,  150  TT.  S.  468. 

Frank  E.  Pa/rkmson^  for  the  respondent,  argued,  among 
other  things,  that  the  declarations  of  the  deceased  were  ad- 
missible. Ins.  Co.  V.  Mosley^  8  Wall.  397;  Wiggins  v.  People j 
93  U.  S.  465 ;  Blackburn  v.  State,  23  Ohio  St.  146 ;  Conn.  Mut. 
L.  Ins.  Co.  V.  Mc  Whirter^  73  Fed.  Rep.  444;  Globe  Ace.  Ins. 
Co.  V.  Gerischy  61  111.  App.  140 ;  Bale  v.  Life  I.  <&  I.  Co.  65 
Minn.  548;  Comm.  v.  Trefethen,  157  Mass.  180;  1  Greenl.  Ev. 
§§  108, 109,  111,  114;  Taylor,  Ev.  375-380;  1  Phillips,  Ev. 
194;  Mut.  L.  Ins.  Co.  v.  BiUman,  145  TT.  S.  285;  Smith  v. 
Nat.  Ben.  Sac.  123  N.  Y.  85 ;  Woodward  v.  SuUi/van^  152  Mass. 
470;  Friend  V.  Burleigh,  74  K  W.  Rep.  50;  Bliss,  Ins.  592, 
593 ;  French  v.  State,  93  Wis.  325 ;  Jumpertz  v.  People,  21 
111.  375;  Worth  v.  C,  M  <&  St.  P.  R.  Co.  51  Fed.  Rep.  171; 
Wharton,  Grim.  Ev.  (8th  ed.),  §  756. 

WiNSLow,  J.  We  think  the  verdict  was  rightly  directed. 
From  the  evidence  given  on  the  trial  but  one  reasonable  in- 
ference could  be  drawn,  and  that  was  that  the  deceased  took 
his  own  life.  Any  other  conclusion  from  the  faqts  in  evi- 
dence would  amount  to  a  pitiable  stultification  of  the  reason- 
ing powers. 

The  evidence  of  the  declarations  of  the  deceased  within 
the  twenty-four  hours  preceding  his  death,  tending  to  show 
an  intention  to  commit  suicide,  was  properly  admitted.  The 
question  was  as  to  the  intention  of  Rens  in  firing  the  shot, 
and,  when  such  is  the  question,  declarations  of  the  party 
which  are  so  close  in  point  of  time  to  the  act  as  to  justify  a 
reasonable  probability  that  he  carried  his  declared  intention 
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into  execution  are  admissible  as  original  evidence,  provided 
they  are  made  under  circumstances  precluding  the  idea  of 
misrepresentation  or  bad  faith.  Hale  v.  Life  L  <&  L  Co,  65 
Minn.  548.  The  evidence  seemed  clearly  to  show  that  the 
deceased  commenced  to  prepare  for  suicide  on  the  day  before 
his  death,  and  all  his  remarks  and  acts  are  so  closely  con- 
nected with  the  final  tragedy  as  to  form  really  parts  of  the 
same  transaction. 
By  the  Oov/rt. — Judgment  affirmed. 

Babdeen,  J.,  took  no  part. 


"Wright  and  wife,  Respondents,  vs.  The  0.  S.  Geavbs  Land 

Company,  Appellant. 

May  JP7—  June  £S,  1898. 

(1)  Evidence:  StrUcing  out:  Immaterial  error,  (Wl)  Contract  of  employ- 
ment: Construction:  Court  and  jury:  Termination  for  breadi: 
Waiver, 

L  Failure  of  the  courts  in  striking  out  testimony,  to  name  all  the  wit- 
nesses whose  testimony  should  have  been  excluded,  is  not  a  mate- 
rial error,  where  plain  and  definite  instructions  to  disregard  the 
objectionahle  testimony  were  given  in  the  charge  to  the  jury. 

2,  By  a  written  contract,  plaintiffs  agreed  to  move  to  a  Tillage  being 
built  up  by  defendant;  to  keep  a  boarding  house  and  hotel  there; 
to  purchase  of  defendant  not  less  than  eighty  acres  of  land,  upon 
which  they  were  to  make  monthly  payments  in  services  at  the  rate 
of  $300  i)er  annum;  to  ''i)erform  such  labor  as  may  be  necessary 
in  the  superintending  the  clearing  of  land,  building  of  roads,  con- 
struction of  buildings,  or  any  other  labor  that  may  be  required  of 
him"  by  the  defendant;  and  to  furnish  a  span  of  horses,  etc.  A 
contract  for  the  purchase  of  the  land,  made  on  the  same  day,  fixed 
the  consideration  at  $600,  and  recited  that  it  was  to  be  paid  "  ac- 
cording to  the  terms  of  a  certain  contract  made  by  the  parties,  bear- 
ing even  date  herewith."  Held^  that  the  contracts  should  be  con- 
strued together  as  one  instnmient,  and  that  the  plaintiffs  thereby 
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became  bound  for  a  term  of  at  least  two  years'  servioe,  and  the  de- 
fendant bomid  to  accept  payment  in  the  manner  indicated. 

8.  The  contract  first  mentioned  plainly  required  plaintiff  to  superintend 
''the  clearing  of  land,"  eta,  and  also  to  superintend  "any  other 
labor "  the  defendant  might  have  done  there,  but  did  not  require 
him  to  do  any  work  other  than  superintendence.  It  was  error, 
therefore,  to  permit  the  jury  to  determine  the  construction  to  be 
given  to  the  words  "or  any  other  labor; "  but  the  error  was  not 
prejudicial  to  the  defendant 

4.  To  justify  a  termination  of  such  a  contract  of  employment  on  the 
ground  of  plaintiff's  refusal  to  work,  there  should  be  at  least  a  rea- 
sonable showing  of  a  demand  and  refusal  to  do  some  kind  of  work 
not  inconsistent  with  other  duties  he  had  contracted  to  perform. 

6u  A  party  to  a  contract  who  insists  ui)on  a  technical  forfeiture  of  it 
upon  certain  specified  grounds  is  deemed  to  have  waived  other 
breacheSi 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Clark 
county :  W.  F.  Bailey,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

The  defendant  was  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  building 
up  of  a  village  and  improvement  of  a  tract  of  land  in  Clark 
county,  Wisconsin.  In  February,  1894,  plaintiffs  and  de- 
fendant entered  into  a  written  contract,  by  the  terms  of 
which  plaintiffs  agreed  to  move  to  Columbia,  Clark  county, 
Wisconsin,  on  or  before  March  15th;  to  keep  a  boarding 
house  and  hotel  there;  to  purchase  of  defendant  not  less 
than  eighty  acres  of  land,  to  be  paid  for  in  monthly  pay- 
ments at  the  rate  of  $300  per  year ;  "  to  perform  such  labor 
as  may  be  necessary  in  the  superintending  the  clearing  of 
land,  building  of  roads,  constructing  of  buildings,  or  any 
other  labor  that  may  be  required  of  him  by  the  party  of  the 
first  part."  The  plaintiffs  were  also  to  furnish  a  span  of 
horses  and  a  vehicle  for  use  there  without  cost  to  defendant. 
For  such  services  defendant  agreed  to  pay  plaintiffs  $800 
per  annum, —  $500  cash,  and  $300  to  be  applied  on  land  eon- 
tract.  On  the  same  day  a  land  contract  for  eighty  acres  of 
land  was  made;  the  purchase  price  being  $600,  payable  $300 
and  interest  April  1,  1895,  and  $300  and  interest  April  1, 
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1896.  The  plaintiflf  Emma  Wtngkt  alone  was  named  as 
vendee  therein. 

Plaintiffs  moved  to  Columbia  early  in  March,  1894,  and 
entered  into  the  discharge  of  their  duties.  On  August  31st 
plaintiffs  were  notified  that  one  Weaver  had  been  appointed 
superintendent  "  of  clearing  land,  constructing  of  highways, 
building  and  constructing  of  buildings,"  etc.;  and  they 
were  directed  to  govern  themselves  accordingly.  On  Sep- 
tember 1st  they  were  further  notified  ''■  that  your  neglect 
and  refusal  to  furnish  a  team  of  horses  to  work  on  lands  " 
of  defendant  "is  considered  and  accepted  as  a  violation  of 
your  contract,"  and  they  were  notified  to  vacate  the  prem- 
ises. On  September  4th  another  notice  was  served,  reciting 
the  notice  of  September  1st,  asking  them  "  to  vacate  and 
keep  off  the  premises."  Plaintiffs  vacated  the  premises,  and 
after  the  expiration  of  the  first  year  brought  this  action  to 
recover  the  amount  due  for  a  year's  service  and  some  small 
items  of  account  not  in  controversy,  less  payments  made 
for  April,  May,  and  June.  Defendant  answered,  setting  up 
the  contract,  and  alleging  a  failure  and  refusal  of  the  plaint- 
iff husband  to  comply  with  its  terms,  by  reason  whereof  it 
was  canceled  and  terminated  on  September  1,  1894,  and 
payment  of  all  sums  earned  under  the  same.  Judgment 
was  rendered  for  plaintiffs  for  $418.78  and  costs,  from  which 
this  appeal  is  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Ring  cfe  CarbySy 
attorneys,  and  A.  E.  Bleehman^  of  counsel,  and  oral  argu- 
ment by  M.  C.  Ring. 

L.  M.  Sturdevant^  for  the  respondents. 

Basdeek,  J.  The  contract  in  question  does  not,  in  terms, 
specify  how  long  it  shall  continue  in  force.  The  court  held 
that  it  was  at  least  for  a  year,  and  in  this  he  was  manifestly 
right.  The  two  papers  introduced  in  evidence  (that  is,  the 
contract  for  service  and  the  land  contract)  must  be  construed 
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as  one  instrument,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  the  char- 
acter of  the  transaction  and  the  intention  of  the  parties. 
Herbst  v.  Ixrwe^  65  Wis.  316.  The  contract  of  service  required 
the  plaintiffs  to  purchase  at  least  eighty  acres  of  land,  upon 
which  they  were  to  make  monthly  payments  in  services,  at 
the  rate  of  $300  per  annum.  The  land  contract  fixes  the 
purchase  price  at  $600,  and  recites  that  it  was  to  be  paid 
"  according  to  the  terms  of  a  certain  contract  made  by  the 
parties,  bearing  even  date  herewith."  The  plaintiffs  thereby 
became  bound  for  a  term  of  at  least  two  years'  service,  and 
the  defendant  was  as  much  bound  to  accept  payment  in  that 
manner.  Under  the  circumstances,  it  seems  labor  lost  to 
argue  that  the  contract  could  be  terminated  at  will. 

The  chief  contest  on  the  trial  arose  over  the  proper  con- 
struction to  be  given  to  the  clause  of  the  contract  quoted  in 
the  statement  of  facts,  as  to  the  purpose  of  plaintiffs'  em- 
ployment. The  court  was  first  of  opinion  that  it  was  so 
ambiguous  that  reference  should  be  had  to  the  conversations 
of  the  parties  at  the  time  the  contract  was  drawn,  to  ascer- 
tain its  meaning.  He  therefore  permitted  several  witnesses 
to  be  examined  on  that  subject.  Later,  the  court  seemed  to 
have  altered  his  opinion,  and  notified  the  parties  that  such 
testimony  should  be  stricken  out;  mentioning  the  names  of 
several  witnesses,  but  not  including  the  name  of  Mrs.  Wright^ 
who  had  testified  at  length  on  this  subject.  The  defendant 
claims  this  to  have  been  error.  Had  it  not  been  cured  by 
express  directions  in  the  charge  to  the  jury,  the  defendant's 
contention  would  have  had  substantial  ground  to  rest  upon. 
In  his  charge  the  court  said :  "  But  you  may  not  consider 
what  the  parties  said  at  the  time  of  making  the  contract  as 
to  what  construction  they  intended  should  be  placed  upon 
the  words  used,  or  their  declarations  on  that  subject,  or  their 
understanding  of  what  the  contract  was.  Hence  what  was 
said  by  them  in  reference  to  the  work  which  such  plaintiffs 
were  to  perform  is  not  admissible  as  evidence,  and  should  not 
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be  considered  by  you."  Here  was  a  plain  and  definite  direc- 
tion to  the  jury  to  disregard  the  objectionable  testimony, 
and  it  is  not  easy  to  perceive  how  the  defendant  has  been 
injured  in  the  premises. 

The  court,  however,  allowed  the  situation  and  surround- 
ings of  the  parties  to  be  shown  in  aid  of  an  interpretation 
of  the  language  used;  and  he  permitted  the  jury  to  deter- 
mine the  construction  to  be  given  to  the  words  "  or  any 
other  labor,"  as  used  in  the  clause  noted.  As  we  view  the 
case,  this  was  error,  but  error  against  the  plaintiffs,  and  which 
cannot  be  available  to  defendant.  It  seems  to  us  perfectly 
evident  that  plaintiffs  were  hired  not  only  to  keep  and  run 
an  hotel,  but  "  to  superintend  "  the  clearing  of  land,  build- 
ing of  roads,  constructing  of  buildings,  and  also  to  superin- 
tend any  other  labor  the  defendant  might  have  done  there. 
Any  other  construction  of  the  contract  would  seem  to  us 
inconsistent  with  the  general  purposes  and  objects  of  the 
transaction.  But  the  parties  had  given  the  contract  a  prac- 
tical construction  by  their  acts.  No  claim  seems  to  have 
been  made  that  plaintiff  should  do  any  work  other  than  su- 
perintending until  it  became  evident  that  the  scheme  to 
build  the  city  was  not  developing  as  expected.  But  there  is 
another  reason  why  this  becomes  unimportant:  On  August 
31st  defendant  notified  plaintiff  II .  V.  Wright  that  he  had  been 
superseded  as  superintendent,  and  he  was  directed  to  govern 
himself  accordingly.  There  is  no  claim  of  a  termination  of 
the  contract  by  defendant  at  that  time.  On  September  1st 
the  new  superintendent  demanded  that  Wright  should  per- 
mit his  team  to  go  out  to  work.  This  Wright  refused  to  do. 
Thereupon  defendant  served  written  notice  that  the  refusal 
to  furnish  the  team  was  a  violation  of  his  contract,  and  he 
was  notified  to  immediately  vacate  the  premises;  and  on 
September  4th  another  written  notice  was  served,  and  the 
right  to  terminate  the  contract  was  based  upon  the  notice 

of  September  1st.   There  is  no  pretense  in  these  notices  that 
Vol.100  — 18 
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defendant  claimed  a  right  to  terminate  the  contraot  on  any 
other  ground.  A  party  who  proposes  to  insist  upon  a  tech- 
nical forfeiture  of  a  contract  upon  certain  grounds  specified, 
is  usually  held  to  the  case  he  has  made.  If  he  assumes 
to  claim  a  forfeiture  upon  grounds  specifically  stated,  he  is 
deemed  to  have  waived  other  breaches.  This  principle  is 
recognized  in  Badger  v.  GleriB  FaUs  Ins.  Co.  49  Wis.  389 ; 
and  Boat  v.  Byme^  61  Wis.  531,  and  seems  entirely  consist- 
ent with  every  principle  of  justice  and  equity.  So,  defend- 
ant having  sought  to  terminate  the  contract  because  plaint- 
iff refused  to  furnish  a  team  to  work  on  the  land,  the  fact 
of  whether  plaintiff  refused  to  do  certain  manual  labor  be- 
comes immaterial,  and  its  submission  to  the  jury  really  put 
the  defendant  in  a  better  position  than  it  was  entitled  to. 

The  court  sufficiently  adopted  the  jury's  conclusion  by  re- 
fusing to  set  aside  the  verdict  and  grant  a  new  trial.  Central 
L.  <&  E.  Co.  V.  Moore^  75  Wis.  170.  But,  if  our  conclusion 
were  otherwise,  we  should  hesitate  to  disturb  the  yerdict, 
because  of  the  failure  of  the  proof  to  disclose  what  kind  of 
work  it  was  that  plaintiff  refused  to  perform.  Wright  admits 
that  Mr.  Phillips  asked  him  to  do  things  that  he  refused  to 
do.  Mr.  Phillips  says:  "  When  I  would  ask  him  to  work,  it 
was  the  same  old  story, — that  he  did  not  have  to  work;  that 
he  was  superintendent,  and  did  not  have  to  work."  To  jus- 
tify a  termination  of  the  contract,  there  should  be  at  least  a 
reasonable  showing  of  a  demand  and  refusal  to  do  some  kind 
of  work  not  inconsistent  with  the  performance  of  other  du- 
ties he  had  contracted  to  perform.  No  such  showing  is  made 
in  the  evidence. 

Some  exceptions  were  taken  to  the  argument  of  counsel 
at  the  trial.  While  not  strictly  within  the  rule  of  proper 
argument,  it  is  not  perceived  how  the  defendant  suffered  in- 
jury sufficient  to  warrant  a  reversal  of  the  judgment. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judfijment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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STAiinfABD  and  another,  Appellants,  vs.  Toumaitb,  Garnishee, 

Bespondent. 

May  97 — «7un6  $S^  1S98, 

Voluntary  ataignmewt:  Defective  bond  of  assignee:  Oamishment:  Fob- 

seesion  of  assigtied  property. 

1.  The  omission*  even  though  inadvertent^  of  the  penal  clause  from  the 

hond  of  an  assignee  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  required  by  sec. 
1094^  R  S.  1S78»  renders  the  assignment  void  as  to  attacking  cred- 
itors and  defeats  it  as  a  statutory  transfer  of  the  property;  but  the 
assignment  is  nevertheless  valid  and  operative  as  between  the  par- 
ties, and,  as  to  any  property  in  his  possession  by  virtue  thereof,  the 
assignee  may  be  held  liable  as  garnishee  of  the  assignor,  under  sec. 

27ea 

2.  The  assignee  is  liable  as  garnishee  in  such  a  case,  even  though  the 

property  assigned  remains  in  the  actual  custody  and  control  of  the 
assignor,  if  it  is  shown  that  the  latter  holds  it  merely  as  bailee  of 
the  assignee,  who  is  to  get  it  whenever  he  wishes  to  sell  it 

Aptbal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Clark 
county:  "W.  F.  Bailey,  Circuit  Judge.    Beversed. 

This  action  was  commenced  in  the  circuit  court  for  Clark 
county.  The  plaintiffs  recovered  in  the  original  action,  and 
Clarion  A.  Youma/ns  was  summoned  as  garnishee  of  the  de- 
fendant Manes,  and  answered  as  such,  denying  liability.  The 
plaintiffs  took  issue  on  his  answer,  and  a  trial  was  had,  which 
resulted  in  a  finding  in  favor  of  the  garnishee,  and  he  had 
judgment  discharging  him,  with  costs,  from  which  the  plaint- 
iffs appealed. 

It  was  found  by  the  court :  (1)  That  the  defendant  Dudley 
B.  Manes,  May  16, 1896,  executed  to  the  garnishee,  Cla/rion 
A.  YouTrums,  in  writing,  a  voluntary  assignment  of  all  his 
property,  except  such  as  was  by  law  exempt,  for  the  benefit 
of  his  creditors,  which  had  been  filed  in  the  office  of  the  clerk 
of  the  circuit  court  for  the  proper  county.  (2)  That,  on  the 
same  day.  Clarion  A.  Youmans  executed  an  instrument  in 
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writing,  purporting  to  be  the  bond  of  himself,  with  sureties, 
and  filed  the  same  with  the  clerk  of  the  court;  that  said 
bond  in  all  other  respects  was  in  due  form,  except  that  the 
blank  for  the  penal  sum  was  not  filled  in,  and  that  said  omis- 
sion was  by  mistake.  (3)  That  up  to  the  time  of  the  com- 
mencement of  the  garnishee  action,  June  13,  1896,  said 
assignee  had  not  taken  actual  possession  of  any  of  the  prop- 
erty covered  by  said  assignment;  that  such  property  was 
personal  property,  consisting  of  horses,  cattle,  lumber,  and 
logs,  of  the  value  of  about  $800.  (4)  That,  after  the  plaint- 
iffs had  closed  their  case,  the  garnishee  defendant  asked 
leave  of  the  court  to  amend  his  answer  so  as  to  specifically 
deny  the  allegation  in  the  affidavit  that  the  defendant  had 
not  property  liable  to  execution  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  plaint- 
iffs' demand.  (5)  That  the  property  which  was  included  in 
the  written  assignment  was  not  concealed,  and  was  subject 
to  levy  and  sale  upon  execution,  and  for  that  reason  the 
amendment  was  allowed.  It  was  found  that  judgment  had 
been  entered  in  the  original  action  for  the  sum  of  $555.81, 
including  costs. 

The  defendant  Manes  testified  that  the  property  described 
in  the  inventory  was  a  correct  statement  of  the  property 
held  by  him  at  the  time  of  the  assignment,  and  the  deed  of 
assignment  was  put  in  evidence;  that  there  was  no  real  es- 
tate assigned,  it  was  all  personal  property,  and  he  had  made 
no  disposition  of  it  except  to  turn  it  over  by  virtue  of  this 
instrument  to  Youmcms^  and  had  never  received  any  recon- 
veyance from  him  of  the  property;  that  he  made  no  arrange- 
ment with  Youmcms  in  regard  to  keeping  or  taking  care  of 
the  property ;  he  said  he  would  leave  it  there  until  he  wanted 
it,  or  until  he  had  time  to  sell  it,  or  something  of  that  kind ; 
that  Youmcms  did  not  come  to  take  possession  of  it  until 
about  two  weeks  afterwards,  until  after  the  new  bond  was 
made,  and  after  this  suit  was  commenced;  that  he  had  a 
talk  with  Youmans  in  regard  to  filing  the  inventory,  and 
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signed  it,  and  swore  to  it;  that  Yovmcma  told  him  to  take 
care  of  the  property  until  he  called  for  it. 

Yoimuma  testified  to  having  signed  the  inventory,  and 
that  he  had  sold  part  of  the  property,  and  never  filed  any 
other  inventory,  and  had  given  no  notice  to  creditors  other 
than  the  one  he  gave  before  signing  the  last  bond ;  that,  at 
the  time  the  garnishee  smnmons  was  served  on  hun,  he  had 
not  taken  possession  of  any  property  described  in  the  inven- 
tory ;  that  he  signed  the  papers  late  in  the  evening,  and  did 
not  see  Manes  after  signing  the  papers  that  night,  and  had 
no  transactions  with  him  about  the  property  afterwards; 
that  he  filed  the  inventory  and  list  of  creditors,  and  gave 
notice  of  the  assignment ;  and  that  Manes  at  no  time  ob- 
jected to  his  taking  the  property. 

The  court  found,  as  conclusions  of  law,  that,  the  defend- 
ant in  the  original  action  having  sufficient  property  subject 
to  levy  and  sale  upon  execution,  being  the  property  em- 
braced in  the  written  assignment,  more  than  sufficient  to 
satisfy  plaintiffs'  demand,  the  plaintiffs  were  not  entitled  to 
garnishee  process,  and  that  the  same  should  be  vacated  and 
set  aside ;  that  the  effect  of  the  written  assignment  was  not 
to  transfer  the  property,  either  the  title  or  possession  of  it, 
in  the  absence  of  proof  of  actual  possession  of  the  assignee, 
to  him,  until  a  sufficient  bond  had  been  filed  as  required  by 
law ;  that  the  garnishee  defendant  was  not  liable ;  and  that 
judgment  should  be  entered  dismissing  the  complaint.  Va- 
rious exceptions  were  alleged  to  the  findings. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Z.  Jf.  Sturdevcmt 
and  JS.  F,  JShuntz,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Stw^devcmt, 

Vor  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  S.  M.  Ma/rsh.  He  contended,  inter  aUa^  that  the  garni- 
shee is  liable  to  the  plaintiff  no  further  than  he  was  liable 
to  the  principal  defendant  at  the  time  the  garnishee  process 
wa3  served.  ^,  I/yim  v.  Begmfuss^  28  Wis.  144;  Healey  v. 
BuOer^  66  id.  9;  Foster  v.  Smger,  69  id.  392.    Actual  pos- 
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session,  not  a  mere  right  to  possession,  of  the  property  is 
necessary  to  render  the  assignee  liable  as  garnishee.  If  it 
should  be  held  that  a  garnishee  is  liable  when  he  never  had 
possession  of  the  property,  it  might  often  happen  that  he 
Avould  be  compelled  to  prosecute  a  replevin  action  against 
the  party  who  had  possession,  before  he  could  comply  with 
the  order  of  the  court.  Sjpitz  v.  THpp^  86  Wis.  28 ;  2  Cob- 
bey,  Chattel  Mortgages,  §  751 ;  Kremente  v.  Howa/rd^  109 
Mich.  466;  Jolm  V.  Farwdl  Go.  v.  Arihwr^  93  Wis.  56; 
SmaUey  v.  MiUer^  71  Iowa,  90;  Eiggina  v,  Woodke^  78  id. 
34;  Gore  v.  JSruoker^  94  Wis.  65;  Drake,  Attachment,  §§  482, 
661 ;  Andrews  v.  LuMow^  6  Pick.  30 ;  Keyea  v,  M.  dk  St.  P.  R. 
Go.  25  Wis.  691, 693;  Gmtral  Bomk  v.  Prmtioey  18  Pick.  396. 

PiNNBY,  J.  The  effect  of  the  assignment  found  to  have 
been  executed  by  the  judgment  debtor  Manes  of  all  his  prop- 
erty, except  such  as  was  by  law  exempt,  to  Youma/na,  for  the 
benefit  of  his  creditors,  was  to  pass  the  title  to  all  of  said 
property,  and  the  right  of  possession  as  well,  to  Yottmcms, 
the  garnishee.  The  title  thus  vested  in  Yoimums  was  valid 
and  effective  as  against  Manes,  whether  Youmans  gave  a 
valid  and  sufficient  bond  as  assignee  or  not.  As  between 
these  parties,  they  were  concluded  by  the  assignment ;  but, 
as  against  creditors  of  Manes,  the  assignment  wa^  in  law 
fraudulent  and  void,  and  they  might  proceed  against  the 
property  by  attachment,  execution,  or  garnishment  for  the 
collection  of  their  debts.  As  against  Manes,  Youmana  had 
possession  and  right  of  possession.  The  testimony  shows  that, 
although  left  in  the  actual  custody  and  control  of  Manes,  he 
was  but  holding  it  as  bailee  of  Yownuma^  the  assignee,  who 
was  to  come  and  get  it  when  he  wished  to  sell  it.  This  en- 
tire subject  of  the  effect  upon  the  transaction  and  title  of  the 
property  where  a  voluntary  assignment  is  not  executed  as 
provided  by  law  was  fully  considered  in  Jonea  v.  Alford^  98 
Wis.  245. 
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The  Statute  (sec.  1694,  R.  S.  18Y8)  provides  that  "  all  vol- 
untary assignments  or  transfers  whatever  of  any  real  estate, 
chattels  real,  goods  or  chattels,  rights,  credits,  moneys  or 
effects  for  the  benefit  of  or  in  trust  for  creditors,  shall  be 
void  as  against  the  creditors  of  the  person  making  the  same, 
unless  the  assignee  shall  be  a  resident  of  this  state,  and  shall, 
before  taking  possession  of  the  property  assigned,  and  before 
taking  upon  himself  any  trust  conferred  upon  him  by  the 
instrument  of  assignment,  deliver  to  the  county  judge  or 
court  commissioner  of  the  county  in  which  such  assignor  or 
some  one  of  the  assignors  at  the  time  of  the  execution  of  such 
assignment  shall  reside,  not  being  a  creditor  of  such  assignor, 
a  bond  duly  executed  to  the  clerk  of  the  circuit  court  of  the 
county  by  his  name  of  office  as  obligee,  in  a  sum  not  less 
than  the  whole  amount  of  the  nominal  value  of  the  assets  of 
such  assignor,  which  value  shall  be  ascertained  by  the  oath 
of  one  or  more  witnesses  and  of  the  assignors,  with  two  or 
more  sufficient  sureties,  freeholders  of  this  state,  who  shall 
each  testify  to  his  responsibility,  and  by  their  several  affi- 
davits, satisfy  the  officer  taking  such  bond,  that  the  property 
of  such  sureties,  being  within  this  state,  is  worth  in  the 
aggregate  the  sum  specified  therein."  The  omission  of  the 
penal  clause  in  the  bond  of  the  assignee  rendered  it  void, 
and  defeated  the  assignment  as  a  statutory  transfer  of  the 
property.  That  the  omission  was  inadvertent,  as  was  said  • 
in  Jones  v.  Alford^  gupra^  can  make  no  difference.  The  ob- 
jection is  substantial  ^nd  fatal  to  the  validity  of  the  assign- 
ment. 

By  the  statute  (sec.  2768)  it  is  provided  that,  "  from  the 
time  of  the  service  of  the  summons  upon  the  garnishee,  he 
shall  stand  liable  to  the  plaintiff  to  the  amount  of  the  prop- 
erty, moneys,  credits  and  effects  in  his  possession,  or  under 
his  control,  belonging  to  the  defendant,  or  in  which  he  shall 
he  interested,  to  the  extent  of  his  right  or  interest  therein. 
•    .    .    Any  property,  moneys,  credits  and  effects  held  by  a 
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conveyance,  or  title,  void  as  to  the  creditors  of  the  defend- 
ant, shall  be  embraced  in  snch  liability."  The  assignment 
from  the  defendant  Manes  to  the  garnishee  was  valid  and 
operative  as  between  theparties  to  it,  and  void  only  as  to 
the  plaintiff  and  other  attacking  creditors.  As  to  these 
plaintiffs,  it  was  still  the  personal  property  of  their  debtor 
Manes,  and  he  had  an  interest  in  it  which  could  be  taken  on 
execution  or  reached  by  garnishee  process.  Inasmuch  as 
the  assignment  was  void  as  against  the  plaintiffs,  as  credit- 
ors of  the  defendant,  Yownums^  as  assignee  and  garnishee^ 
held  this  property  or  its  proceeds  received  by  him  by  a  title 
void  as  to  the  creditors  of  the  defendant  Manes,  and  was 
chargeable  on  account  thereof  as  such  garnishee  by  the  plain 
words  of  the  statute.  Jones  v.  Alford^  98  Wis.  245.  The 
conclusions  of  the  trial  court  to  the  contrary  are  manifestly 
erroneous,  as  well  as  the  finding  that  the  defendant  in  the 
original  action  had  sufficient  property  subject  to  levy  and 
sale  upon  execution,  being  the  property  embraced  in  the 
written  assignment,  more  than  sufficient  to  satisfy  plaintiffs' 
demand,  and  for  that  reason  plaintiffs  were  not  entitled  to 
garnishee  process,  and  that  the  same  should  be  vacated  ami 
set  aside.  The  property  embraced  in  the  written  assign- 
ment had  ceased  to  be  the  property  of  the  judgment  debtor 
before  the  garnishee  proceedings  were  instituted,  and  had 
become  the  property  of  the  garnishee  defendant,  subject  in 
his  hands  to  levy  or  attachment  or  garnishee  proceedings, 
in  favor  of  the  creditors  of  Manes.  The  defendant  was 
plainly  liable  as  garnishee,  and  the  judgment  of  the  circuit 
court  to  the  contrary  is  erroneous,  and  must  be  reversed. 

JBy  the  CovH. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  appealed 
from  is  reversed,  and  the  cause  remanded  to  the  circuit  court 
with  directions  to  charge  the  garnishee  accordingly,  and  for 
further  proceedings  according  to  law. 
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BBOKXBy  Assignee^  Appellant,  vs.  Holic,  imp.,  Bespondent^  ^m     ^202 

May  97 — JwM  23, 1898, 

New  trial:  Pervene  verdict:  Terru:  Beview  an  appeal:  Opinion  of  trial 

court 

1.  A  Terdict  wholly  unsupported  by  evidenoe  which  the  jury  had  a 

right  to  believe  is  perverse,  and  a  new  trial  «aay  be  granted  with- 
out the  imposition  of  costs  as  terma 

2.  Where  an  opinion  filed  by  the  trial  court  upon  granting  a  motion  for 

a  new  trial  is  included  in  the  bill  of  exceptions,  the  reasons  assigned 
are  before  this  court  for  consideration  in  determining  the  correct- 
ness of  the  order. 

Affbal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Eau  Olaire 
county :  E.  B.  Bundy,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  to  recover  $2,000  as  the  purchase  price  of  a  steam- 
boat alleged  to  have  been  sold  by  plaintiff  to  defendants. 
Each  defendant  interposed  a  separate  answer.  The  verdict 
was  rendered  for  the  full  amount  claimed,  which  was  set 
aside  on  motion  as  to  defendant  Holm^  and  a  new  trial 
granted,  no  reason  being  stated  in  the  order,  though  the  rea- 
son given  in  an  opinion  filed  is  that  the  verdict  was  unsup- 
ported by  the  evidence.  Plaintiff  duly  excepted  to  the  order. 
On  the  case  coming  on  again  for  trial,  plaintiff  neglected  to 
further  prosecute,  and  thereupon  a  nonsuit  was  granted  and 
judgment  for  costs  rendered  in  favor  of  HoVra^  from  which 
this  appeal  was  taken. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief  of 
DoolitUe  (&  Shoemaker^  and  for  the  respondent  on  that  of 
WickJuMn  ds  F(vrr. 

To  the  point  that  the  opinion  had  no  place  in  the  judg- 
ment roll  or  on  the  records  of  the  court,  and  should  not 
be  considered  for  any  purpose,  counsel  for  the  appellant 
cited  PoUaisekek  v.  Goodwin,  40  N.  T.  Supp.  682,  17  Misc. 
(N.  Y.),  687;  SoAmidt  v.  Lvomgston,  45  N.  T.  Supp.  915,  20 
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Misc.  (N.  T.),  324;  Ocm  v.  Hoffmcmy  po9t^  p.  314;  Free- 
man, Judgments  (4th  ed.),  §§  249-268;  WiUiams  v.  W^U- 
iamSj  63  Wis.  58-71;  JBrmm  v.  Wis.  Rendermg  Co.  92  id. 

V 

1vrATtflTTAT.T.j  J.  Tho  solo  questloH  for  consideration  on  this 
appeal  is,  Did  the  trial  court  err  in  setting  aside  the  verdict 
as  to  respondent  HoVm^  and  granting  a  new  trial,  with- 
out the  imposition  of  costs  as  terms  ?  That  turns  on  what 
ground  the  court  acted  upon  in  the  matter;  if  merely  be- 
cause the  verdict  was  contrary  to  the  evidence,  then  the 
order  was  erroneous ;  if  because  the  verdict  was  perverse, 
that  is,  substantially  dishonest,  the  order  was  properly 
granted.  Smith  v.  Lcmder^  48  Wis.  587;  Powndv.  Roam,,  45 
Wis.  129.  Ko  reason  for  the  order  is  stated  therein;  there- 
fore, looking  to  it  alone,  the  presumption  is  that  the  verdict 
was  deemed  by  the  trial  court  against  the  weight  of  evi- 
dence. Schraer  v.  Stefam,,  80  Wis.  653 ;  Oamy  v.  Katz,  86 
Wis.  321.  But  there  is  a  bill  of  exceptions,  regularly  settled, 
which  properly  includes  the  opinion  filed  by  the  judge  in 
granting  the  motion,  in  which  it  is  stated  distinctly  that  his 
•conclusion  was  that  there  was  no  evidence  to  support  the 
verdict.  The  reason  thus  assigned  for  the  order  is  before  us 
for  consideration  as  much  as  the  order  itself  and  exception 
thereto.  Without  a  bill  of  exceptions,  such  order  could  not 
be  reviewed,  as  it  is  not  one  involving  the  merits  and 
necessarily  affecting  the  judgment,  and  reviewable  as  a  part 
of  the  record,  without  being  made  such  by  inclusion  in  a 
bill  of  exceptions  duly  settled.  KeUer  v.  CHlmom,  96  Wis. 
445.  So  the  question  first  stated  comes  down  to  this:  Is 
a  verdict  to  be  deemed  perverse  because  there  is  no  evi- 
dence to  support  it  which  the  jury  had  a  right  to  believe  ? 
That  was  decided  in  the  affirmative  in  ScJwoeickJuiH  v.  Stuewe, 
75  Wis.  157,  where  the  court  said,  in  effect,  a  verdict  wholly 
unsupported  by  the  evidence  must  be  deemed  to  have  been 
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rendered  by  the  perversity  of  the  jury,  and  the  trial  judge, 
in  setting  it  aside  and  granting  a  new  trial,  is  not  justified 
in  charging  the  costs  of  the  former  trial  to  the  moving  party. 

We  are  unable  to  say,  from  an  examination  of  the  record, 
that  the  trial  court  was  clearly  wrong  in  his  conclusion  that 
there  was  no  evidence  to  sustain  the  verdict,  hence  the  judg- 
ment appealed  from  must  be  affirmed. 

By  ths  CcvH. — Judgment  affirmed. 


Sullivan,  Plaintiflf  in  error,  vs.  The  State,  Defendant  in 

error. 

May  XT'— June  23, 1898. 

Oriminal  law  and  practice:  Murder:  "Intent  to  kill:"  ''Premeditated 

design:**  Instructions  to  jury:  Evidence, 

1.  An  intent  to  kiU  a  person  is  not  necessarUy  a  premeditated  design  to 
effect  his  death,  within  the  meaning  of  Beo&  4888,  4889,  R.  8.  1878, 
and  a  homicide,  even  though  intentional,  may  therefore  be  murder 
in  the  second  degree,  as  defined  in  sea  4889.  [Mabshall^  J.,  dis- 
sents, but  is  of  the  opinion  that  in  this  case  a  premeditated  design 
was  not  established  so  oonolusiyelyas  to  render  erroneous  a  verdict 
of  murder  in  the  second  degree.] 

2l  Failure  to  instruot  the  jury  respeoting  manslaughter  in  the  seoond 
degree  as  defined  by  sea  4351,  B.  S.  1878,  was  not  a  material  error 
in  the  absence  of  a  specific  request  for  instructions  on  that  point, 
although  the  facts  were  applicable  to  that  degree  of  homicide. 

a  Where  the  killing  grew  out  of  a  quarrel  in  which  the  accused  was 
charged  by  the  deceased  with  improper  conduct  with  his  wife,  tlie 
admission  of  evidence  to  show  such  improper  conduct  was  not  error. 

Ebbob  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Vernon 
county:  O.  B.  Wymak,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

For  the  plaintiflf  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  /Smith  <& 
Chiffim,  and  Morrow  cfe  Masters^  and  oral  argument  by  J.  M. 
Morrow  and  0.  J,  Smith. 
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For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  the  AUar- 
ney  OenercH  and  John  Z.  ErdaUj  first  assistant  attorney  gen- 
eral, and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  ErdM. 

Cassodat,  C.  J.  The  plaintiff  in  error  was  convicted  of 
morder  in  the  second  degree,  for  having  lolled  Asa  Gorham, 
January  25, 1897.  He  was  charged  with  murder  in  the  first 
degree.    The  defense  was  justifiable  homicida 

There  is  evidence  tending  to  prove  that  Gorham  and  Sul- 
livcun  were  neighbors  and  lived  some  twenty-four  rods  apart; 
that  a  difficulty  had  arisen  between  them  by  reason  of  the 
alleged  improper  relations  existing  between  Gorham's  wife 
and  SuUvvan^  who  was  an  unmarried  man,  living  alone  in  a 
house;  that  ten  days  previously  Gorham  had  abandoned  his 
wife,  and  was  living  in  a  house  a  short  distance  away;  that 
on  the  day  in  question  he  was  passing  SuUivaji's  house  on 
his  way  to  his  own  house,  where  his  wife  was  still  living; 
that  SvUivan  was  sawing  wood  at  his  own  house;  that  as 
Gorham  came  up  to  him  he  charged  SuUivcm'mih  improper 
conduct  with  his  wife,  and  a  quarrel  resulted ;  that  Gorham 
picked  up  a  stick  of  wood,  and  SuUwcm  drew  a  revolver,  and 
a  fierce  struggle  ensued;  that  Gorham  finally  succeeded  in 
taking  the  revolver  away  from  SuUivan  after  he  (SuUivan) 
had  made  several  attempts  to  shoot  him,  and  a  bullet  fired 
from  the  revolver  having  grazed  Gorham's  neck;  that  Gor- 
ham (who  was  the  larger  man)  threw  StiUwan  down,  and  gave 
him  a  very  severe  beating,  so  that  the  left  side  of  his  head 
and  face  was  severely  bruised,  his  left  eye  was  so  swollen  as 
to  be  closed,  and  there  was  a  cut  across  his  face,  and  his  nose 
and  mouth  were  badly  swollen,  and  his  nose  was  bleeding 
freely;  that  a  number  of  wounds  on  his  face  were  of  a  cir* 
cular  character,  as  if  made  with  the  butt  end  of  a  revolver ; 
that  Sullivan  finally  succeeded  in  getting  away  from  Gk)r- 
ham  and  immediately  ran  into  his  own  house,  seized  a  rifle 
hanging  there  upon  the  wall,  and  then  ran  out  again;  that 


Wis.]  JANUAKT  TEEM,  1898.  286 

SulliTan  t&  The  Statei 

Gorham  meanwhile  had  started  for  his  home,  where  his  wife 
was,  and  had  reached  a  point  175  feet  distant  from  the  little 
woodpile  near  SuHivcm^s  house  where  the  struggle  had  oc- 
curred; that,  as  SuUivcm  came  out  of  his  house,  he  saw  Gor- 
ham standing  in  the  road,  apparently  waving  the  revolver, 
and  pointing  it  in  the  direction  of  Sullivan^  and  that  he  im- 
mediately shot  at  Gorham.  There  was  some  conflict  in  the 
testimony  as  to  whether  SvUvvom  fired  oflf  his  rifle  immedi- 
ately after  he  stepped  out  of  his  own  house,  or  whether  he 
ran  some  ninety  feet  from  his  house  in  the  direction  of  Gor- 
ham before  doing  so.  The  preponderance  of  testimony  tends 
to  show  that  the  shot  was  fired  immediately  after  SuUwcm 
came  out  of  the  house. 

It  also  appears  that  the  whole  transaction  only  consumed 
a  very  few  minutes;  that  Sullivom  claimed  that,  ijnmediately 
after  firing  the  shot  from  his  rifle,  he  went  back  into  his  own 
home,  not  realizing  at  the  time  that  he  had  hit  Gorham; 
that  Gorham  received  a  mortal  wound,  from  which  he  died 
within  a  few  hours;  that  the  only  witnesses  to  the  transac- 
tion were  the  parties  concerned  and  Gorham's  wife ;  that 
she  saw  the  most  of  the  struggle  between  the  two  men,  but 
her  attention  was  diverted,  so  that  she  was  not  looking  at 
the  two  men  at  the  time  of  the  shooting,  but  heard  the  shot 
which  resulted  in  the  death  of  her  husband. 

Gorham's  dying  declarations  were  to  the  effect  that  he 
was  coming  hj Sullivan^ 8  with  a  pail  of  water  for  his  colt; 
that  SuUi/Dcm  was  sawing  wood  at  his  woodyard ;  that  he 
stopped,  and  told  him  he  wanted  him  to  keep  oflf  his  prem- 
ises and  let  his  wife  alone ;  that  SulUvcm  then  struck  at  him, 
and  struck  him  in  the  mouth,  and  he  clinched  him ;  that 
when  he  clinched  him  Sullivan  drew  a  revolver  and  tried 
to  shoot  him;  that  he  caught  the  revolver,  and  raised  it 
enough  so  that  the  shot  went  over  the  back  of  his  neck ;  that 
he  took  the  revolver  away  from  Sidlwan,  and  started  home ; 
that  he  got  about  halfway  home  when  SuUhan  ran  out  with 
his  rifle  and  shot  him. 
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It  further  appears  from  the  evidence,  in  effect,  that  at  the 
inquest  SuUwcm  admitted  that  he  aimed  about  midway  of 
Gorham,  and  shot  to  kill;  that  at  the  trial  he  was  unwilling 
to  admit  that  he  had  ever  said  he  aimed  at  any  particular 
portion  of  Gk)rham's  body,  but  did  admit  that  he  said  at  the 
inquest  he  "shot  to  kill; ''  that  the  character  of  the  wounds 
indicated  that  Gorham  must  have  been  facing,  or  partially 
facing,  SuUwcm  when  the  fatal  shot  was  fired. 

Gorham's  widow  testified,  in  addition  to  what  is  stated,  to 
the  effect  that  she  saw  Gorham  at  the  woodpile  with  a  stick 
of  wood  raised  as  if  to  strike  Snilwany  who  was  apparently 
backing  up  and  pulling  off  his  mittens,  and  heard  him  say, 
"  I  will  kill  you,"  and  that,  as  she  was  picking  up  her  little 
girl,  they  both  went  to  the  ground ;  that  they  got  up,  and 
clinched  again,  and  both  feU;  that  she  heard  one  shot  from 
the  revolver  while  they  were  down  on  the  ground;  that 
when  SulUvcm  came  out  of  the  house,  and  was  on  the  steps 
with  his  gun,  Gorham  was  near  SulMvcm'a  chicken  coop; 
that  she  then  started  to  go  outdoors,  and  while  going  out, 
heard  the  gun  go  off;  that  when  she  looked  again  Gorham 
had  just  gotten  up. 

SuUivwn^  among  other  things,  testified  to  the  effect  that 
he  was  thirty-two  years  of  age;  that  he  had  lived  in  the 
neighborhood  ten  years,  and  knew  Gorham  during  that 
time;  that  up  to  two  or  three  months  before  Gorham's  death 
the  relations  between  them  had  always  been  friendly;  that 
just  before  Christmas  Gorham's  wife  told  him  that  Gorham 
was  going  to  shoot  him,  that  he  was  jealous  of  him;  that  he 
noticed  that  Gorham  did  not  speak  to  him  when  he  passed 
him ;  that  he  had  been  warned  to  look  out  for  him ;  that 
consequently,  and  just  before  Christmas,  he  had  procured 
the  revolver,  so  that,  if  Gorham  jumped  on  him  or  tried  to 
shoot  him,  he  would  have  something  to  defend  himself  with ; 
that  when  Gorham  came  by  his  woodpile  he  said  to  him, 
^^SuUiva/n,  one  or  the  other  of  us  has  got  to  die;  my  life  is 
not  worth  anything  to  me;"  that  he  then  grabbed  up  a 


Wis.]  JAOTTABT  TEEM,  1898.  287 

Sullivan  v&  The  State. 

stick  of  wood,  and  said,  "  Tou  God  damned  Irish  son  of  a 
bitch,"  and  started  for  him ;  that  he  then  told  Gorham  not 
to  strike  him  with  the  stick  of  wood ;  that  he  kept  backing 
up  towards  his  house,  and  tried  to  get  his  mittens  off ;  that 
when  he  got  them  off  he  threw  his  hands  up  to  ward  off  the 
blow,  and  pulled  out  his  revolver;  that  Gorham  then  got 
him  down,  and  struck  him  with  a  stick  of  wood;  that  he 
struck  him  before  he  got  the  revolver,  several  times ;  that 
he  thought  the  revolver  was  fired  while  in  his  hand;  that 
he  was  so  excited  that  he  did  not  know  how  he  got  away 
from  Gorham;  that  when  he  first  opened  the  door,  coming 
out  with  the  gun,  Gorham  was  standing  near,  waving  his 
revolver;  that  he  jumped  off  the  steps,  audit  looked  to  him 
as  if  Gorham  had  the  revolver  pointed  right  at  him,  and 
then  he  shot;  that  when  he  came  out  of  the  house  with  the 
gun,  he  did  not  stop  at  all  anywhere  before  he  fired  the  gun ; 
that  he  did  not  take  more  than  one  or  two  steps  anyway; 
that  when  he  fired  it  looked  to  him  as  if  Gorham  was  about 
facing  him;  that  the  gun  hung  by  the  side  of  the  house,  and 
was  loaded;  that  it  had  three  or  four  different  shots  in  it, 
and  one  blank  cartridge. 

There  was  much  in  the  testimony  as  to  the  relations  be- 
tween Gorham  and  SuUivan^  and  between  Sullwcm  and  Gor- 
ham's  wife,  and  also  that  Gorham  was  a  violent,  quarrel^ 
some,  noisy  person;  that  he  had  made  threats  against  SvlU- 
vcm;  and  that  Sullivcm  was  prepared  to  resist  any  attack 
made  upon  him  by  Gorham. 

It  is  contended  that  the  verdict  of  murder  in  the  second 
degree  is  not  sustained  by  the  evidence;  that,  under  the  evi- 
dence, the  jury  were  bound  to  find  either  that  SiiU/i/varv  was 
guilty  of  murder  in  the  first  degree,  or  to  acquit  him  on  the 
ground  of  excusable  or  justifiable  homicide.  Accordingly, 
error  is  assigned  because  the  court,  among  other  things, 
charged  the  jury  that  "  the  killing  of  a  human  being,  with- 
out authority  of  law,  by  shooting  or  otherwise,  when  per- 
petrated by  an  act  imminently  dangerous  to  others,  and 


588  SUPEEME  COUKT  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

Sullivan  y&  The  State. 

evincing  a  depraved  mind,  regardless  of  human  life,  without 
any  premeditated  design  to  effect  the  death  of  the  person 
killed,  is  murder  in  the  second  degree.  ...  If  you  be- 
lieve from  the  evidence  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  that  the 
defendr.nt,  without  justifiable  cause  or  legal  excuse,  as  ex- 
plained in  these  instructions,  killed  the  deceased ;  that  such 
killing  was  perpetrated  by  an  ^ct  imminently  dangerous  to 
others,  and  evinced  a  depraved  mind,  regardless  of  human 
life,  without  wny  premeditated  design  on  the  part  of  the  de- 
fendant to  effect  the  death  of  Asa  Gorham, —  then  the  de- 
fendant is  guilty  of  murder  in  the  second  degree;  and  if  you 
so  find  and  believe  from  all  the  evidence  in  the  case,  beyond 
a  reasonable  doubt,  your  verdict  should  be  guilty  of  murder 
in  the  second  degree."  This  contention  is  based  upon  the 
theory  that  an  intent  to  kill  Gorham  was  equivalent  to  a 
"premeditated  design  to  effect  the  death  of  the  person 
killed,"  and  hence  was  murder  in  the  first  degree.  R.  S. 
1878,  sec.  4338.  But  the  court  also  charged  the  jury  that 
"  the  homicide  or  killing  of  a  person  is  justifiable  when  re- 
sisting any  attempt  to  murder  such  pei'son,  or  to  commit 
any  felony  upon  him,  or  when  committed  in  the  lawful  de- 
fense of  such  person,  when  there  shall  be  reasonable  ground 
to  apprehend  a  design  to  commit  a  felony  or  to  do  him  some 
great  personal  injury,  and  there  shall  be  reasonable  cause 
for  believing  that  there  is  imminent  danger  of  such  design 
being  accomplished.  .  ,  .  There  can  be  no  legal  justifi- 
cation for  taking  life  under  the  claim  of  self-defense,  unless 
the  necessity  for  taking  life  appears  to  the  accused  to  be 
present  and  urgent;  that  is,  unless  it  appears  to  the  accused 
that  the  taking  of  his  adversary's  life  is  the  only  reasonable 
resort  of  the  party  to  save  his  own  life  or  to  protect  himself 
from  great  personal  injury."  Counsel  take  no  exception  to 
these  portions  of  the  charge,  and  they  seem  to  be  justified 
by  the  statute.  R.  S.  1878,  sees.  4366,  4307;  Biohards  v. 
State,  82  Wis.  172. 
The  intent  to  kill,  which  is  present  in  the  case  of  excus- 
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able  or  justifiable  homicide,  must  be  something  different 
from  the  ^'  premeditated  design  to  effect  the  death  of  the 
person  killed."  Since  this  is  so,  may  there  not  be  an  intent 
to  kill  when  "  such  killing  is  perpetrated  by  an  act  immi- 
nently dangerous  to  others,  and  evincing  a  depraved  mind, 
regardless  of  human  life,  without  any  premeditated  design 
to  effect  the  death  of  the  person  killed,  or  of  any  human 
being  "  ?  K.  S.  1878,  sec.  4339.  This  court  has  recently  an- 
swered this  question  in  the  affirmative.  Flynn  v.  State^  97 
Wis.  44;  TerriU  v.  State,  95  Wis.  276.  In  the  first  of  these 
cases  a  verdict  of  murder  in  the  second  degree  was  sus- 
tained upon  facts  quite  similar  to  the  facts  in  the  case  at 
bar.  In  that  case  the  late  Mr.  Justice  Newman,  speaking 
for  the  whole  court,  said :  "  If  the  evidence  left  it  fairly  in 
doubt,  then  it  was  a  question  for  the  jury,  and  its  verdict  is 
conclusive  upon  it.  The  circumstances  of  the  homicide,  as 
shown  by  the  evidence,  do  not  so  certainly  indicate  premed- 
itated design  as  that  it  would  not  still  be  possible  fairly  to 
question  its  existence  in  the  mind  of  the  plaintiff  in  error. 
It  seems  that  the  evidence  in  that  respect  would  support 
either  of  two  propositions, —  either  that  the  homicide  was 
prompted  by  a  premeditated  design  to  effect  the  death  of 
Sullivan,  or  that  it  was  the  reckless  act  of  an  angry  man, 
evincing  a  depraved  mind,  regardless  of  human  life,  yet  not 
prompted  by  that  settled  purpose  to  effect  the  death  which 
constitutes  the  premeditated  design  to  effect  the  death,  of 
the  statute."  See,  also,  Clifford  v.  State,  58  Wis.  491;  Giskie 
V.  State,  71  Wis.  612;  Odette  v.  State,  90  Wis.  258;  Frank  v. 
State,  94  Wis.  211.  We  must  hold  that  there  is  no  error  in 
the  portions  of  the  charge  quoted,  and  that  the  verdict  is 
supported  by  the  evidence. 

Error  is  assigned  because  the  court  charged  the  jury  on 

the  subject  of  manslaughter  in  the  second  degree  in  the 

language  of  sec.  4350, 11.  S.  1878,  but  failed  to  charge  the 

jury  as  to  manslaughter  in  the  second  degree,  as  defined  in 

Vol.  100-^19 
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sec.  4351,  E.  S.  1878.  It  is  enough  to  say  that,  even  if  such 
additional  charge  had  been  applicable  to  the  facts,  yet,  as 
there  was  no  request  to  so  charge,  it  was  not  reversible 
error.  Manning  v.  State^  79  Wis.  178 ;  Zoldoske  v.  State^  82 
Wis.  581;  Odette  v.  State,  90  Wis.  259. 

It  is  said  that  the  court  erred  in  permitting  the  jury  to 
take  to  their  room  the  written  charge.  But  we  find  noth- 
ing in  the  record  showing  that  the  charge  was  taken  to  the 
jury  room;  much  less  any  portion  of  the  charge  which 
would  have  been  prejudicial  to  the  accused. 

We  perceive  no  error  in  permitting  testimony  in  respect 
to  improper  relations  of  Sullivan  with  Gorham^s  wife. 

We  find  no  reversible  error  in  the  record. 

By  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 

Marshall,  J.  I  again  dissent  from  the  doctrine  that  there 
can  be  a  distinct  intent  to  kill  under  circumstances  render- 
ing the  slayer  guilty  of  felonious  homicide,  without  the  ele- 
ment of  "  premeditated  design  "  essential  to  murder  in  the 
first  degree.  In  the  dissenting  opinion  in  TerriU  v,  Staiej 
95  Wis.  276, 1  so  fully  discussed  the  subject  that  it  is  hardly 
necessary  to  do  more  here  than  to  refer  to  what  was  said 
there.  The  danger  which  was  there  apprehended,  that  it 
would  subsequently  be  claimed  from  the  decision  of  the 
court  that  there  may  be  a  distinct  intent  to  kill  and  an  ab- 
sence of  the  premeditated  design  of  murder  in  the  first 
degree,  and  aU  the  facts,  nevertheless,  exist,  requisite  to 
murder  in  the  second  degree,  or  manslaughter  in  the  first, 
second,  or  third  degree,  is  fully  exemplified  by  the  decision 
in  this  case.  There  was  some  reason,  it  was  supposed,  in 
the  TerriU  Case,  for  the  holding  of  the  court  there,  because 
the  words  "  without  premeditated  design  to  effect  death  '* 
do  not  occur  in  the  statute  as  to  the  branch  of  manslaughter 
there  under  consideration;  but  as  it  was  then  apprehended 
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by  the  writer,  the  reasoning  of  the  case  indulged  in  has  been 
here  applied  to  the  degrees  of  felonious  homicide  containing 
such  words. 

It  should  be  said  in  passing  that  the  reason  which  the 
writer  thought  possibly  existed,  as  before  stated,  for  the 
decision  in  the  TerriU  Case,  because  the  words  "  without 
premeditated  design  to  effect  death "  did  not  occur  in  the 
statutory  description  of  the  offense  of  manslaughter  there 
being  considered,  is  no  longer  apparent,  having  been  effect- 
ually removed  by  a  more  careful  study  of  the  subject.  Such 
investigation  and  study  also  relieves  the  learned  chief  justice 
who  wrote  the  opinion  in  Ilogan  v.  State,  36  Wis.  226,  from 
the  suspicion  expressed  in  both  opinions  in  the  TerriU  Case, 
that  in  what  he  said  he  overlooked  the  fact  that  in  one 
grade  of  manslaughter  in  the  second  degree,  under  our  stat- 
ute, premeditated  design  is  not  included.  His  familiarity 
with  the  New  York  statutes,  which  were  substantially  like 
ours,  and  his  knowledge  that  such  statutes  had  been  con- 
strued in  that  state  and  the  term  "  intent  to  kill "  held  to  be 
synonymous  with  "  premeditated  design  to  kill,"  and  that 
such  intent  or  design  cannot  exist  in  manslaughter  in  the 
second  degree,  either  under  that  branch  using  the  words 
"  premeditated  design "  or  the  branch  omitting  them,  led 
him  naturally  to  say  what  he  did,  making  no  reference  to 
the  fact  that  such  words  are  omitted  in  our  statute  in  regard 
to  unnecessary  killing.  He  undoubtedly  also  had  clearly  in 
mind  State  v.  Fee,  19  Wis.  562,  and  endeavored  to  make  a 
plain  statement  of  the  law,  clearing  up  anything  there  said 
in  conflict  with  the  rule  elsewhere  under  similar  statutes. 
In  People  v.  Divine,  reported  in  1  Edm.  Sel.  Cas.  594,  where 
the  New  York  statute  was  under  consideration,  the  instruc- 
tion to  the  jury,  given  by  the  trial  judge,  was  approved,  to 
the  effect  that  the  section  of  the  statute  declaring  that 
every  person  who  shall  unnecessarily  kill  another  while  re- 
sisting an  attempt  by  such  other  person  to  do  an  unlawful 
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act  is  guilty  of  manslaughter,  though  omitting  the  words 
"  premeditated  design,"  cannot  be  so  construed  that  the  un- 
necessary killing  under  such  circumstances,  even  though  pre- 
meditated, is  manslaughter  only;  that  such  killing,  when 
voluntary,  is  murder;  that  while  it  may  be  lawful  to  repel, 
even  by  death  of  the  offender,  a  felonious  attack  on  one's 
property,  where  the  attack  is  purely  a  trespass  the  force  of 
the  provocation  is  not  sufficient  to  warrant  the  use  of  a  dan- 
gerous or  deadly  weapon;  an  act  of  violence  much  beyond 
the  proportion  of  the  provocation  is  murder,  but  if  the  vio- 
lence is  without  any  instrument,  or  in  a  manner  not  likely 
to  kill,  it  is  manslaughter. 

It  is  now  squarely  held  that  there  may  be  a  distinct  intent 
to  kill,  and  yet  there  be  no  premeditated  design  to  efifect 
death.  In  my  judgment  that  is  an  unreasonable  and  dan- 
gerous doctrine,  and  contrary  to  the  law  as  long  held  by  this 
court,  and  contrary  to  substantially  all  reputable  authority 
on  the  question.  Said  Eyan,  C.  J.,  in  Hogan  v.  State,  36  Wis. 
226:  "Previously  formed  intent  to  kill,  and  premeditated 
design  to  effect  death,  are  synonymous  terms; "  and  again: 
"  We  take  the  premeditated  design  of  our  murder  in  the  first 
degree  to  be  simply  an  intent  to  kill.  Design  means  intent, 
and  both  words  essentially  imply  premeditation."  Said  Mr. 
Justice  Edmonds,  in  People  v.  Aicstin,  1  Parker,  Or.  R.  166: 
"Whether  an  act  be  murder  or  manslaughter  under  our 
statute,  depends  entirely  upon  the  existence  of  an  intent  to 
kill.  .  •  ,  There  is  only  one  homicide  known  to  our  law 
which  becomes  murder  in  the  absence  of  an  intent  to  effect 
death,  and  that  is  when  the  act  is  perpetrated  by  one  then 
engaged  in  the  commission  of  a  felony.  Except  in  that  one 
case  no  homicide  is  murder  without  an  intention  to  kill,  and 
with  such  intention  every  homicide,  with  the  single  excep- 
tion mentioned,  unless  it  be  justifiable,  is  murder.  .  .  . 
If  a  homicide  be  perpetrated,  but  without  an  intention  to 
kill,  it  would  be  manslaughter  and  no  more,  except  as  stated ; 


Wis.]  JANUAET  TEEM,  1898.  293 

SulliTan  v&  The  State. 

but  if  perpetrated  with  an  intention  to  kill,  no  matter  how 
recent  the  provocation  or  how  high  the  passion,  it  is  murder. 
.  .  .  The  intention  to  kill  being  established,  there  is  no 
degree  or  description  of  manslaughter  in  the  statute  which 
can  embrace  it/'  In  considering  the  above  observations  by 
the  New  York  court,  It  must  be  kept  in  mind  that  they  are 
speaking  of  statutes  identical  with  ours.  We  may  further 
refer  to  People  v.  SuUivan  and  People  v.  Glark^  in  the  court 
of  appeals,  reported  in  2  Edm.  Sel.  Cas.  294,  Y  N.  Y.  385,. 
396,  where  Mr.  Justice  Johnson,  who  delivered  the  opinion 
of  the  court,  said :  "  The  question  here  is — an  intention  to 
kill  existing  at  the  instant  of  striking  the  fatal  blow,  is  such 
an  intention  a  premeditated  design  within  the  meaning  of 
the  statute  ?  The  words  *  premeditated,'  *  aforethought,'  and 
*  prepense,'  possess  etymologically  the  same  meaning.  They 
are  the  Latin  and  Saxon  synonyms,  expressing  a  single  idea, 
and  may  possess  in  law  precisely  the  same  force.  The  stat- 
ute has  not  altered  the  law."  *  An  intention  to  kill,  existing 
at  the  instant  of  striking  the  fatal  blow,  is  a  premeditated 
design  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute.'  Many  other  au- 
thorities to  the  same  effect  are  cited  in  the  TerrUl  Case  by 
the  writer,  which  the  reader  is  referred  to  for  further  light 
on  the  subject.  Intentional  killing,  not  excusable  or  justi- 
fiable, I  hold  to  be  murder  in  the  first  degree,  and  that,  as 
said  by  Mr.  Justice  Johnson  in  the  New  York  case,  the 
law  in  that  regard  cannot  be  relaxed  without  substantially 
diminishing  the  security  of  human  life. 

While  dissenting  from  the  opinion  of  the  court  here,  as 
observed  above,  I  concur  with  the  decision  as  rightly  made 
upon  the  doctrine  of  Flyrm  v.  State,  97  Wis.  44,  and  cases 
there  cited,  but  I  find  no  language  in  that  case  warranting 
a  citation  of  it  to  support  the  doctrine  that  there  is  a  distinc- 
tion between  the  terms  "  intent  to  kill "  and  "  premeditated 
design  to  kill." 
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Dodge,  PlaintifiE  in  error,  vs.  The  State,  Defendant  in  error. 

May  i7 — June  SS,  1898. 
Bape:  Age  of  consent:  Evidence. 

1«  In  a  prosecution  for  carnally  knowing  and  abusing];  a  female  under 
the  age  of  fourteen  years,  the  prosecutrix  may  testify  as  to  her  own 
aga 

%  The  story  of  the  prosecutrix  in  such  a  case  being  corroborated  with 
more  or  less  force  by  numerous  small  circumstances,  and  there 
being  no  doubt  that  an  offense  had  been  committed,  and  nothing 
tending  to  show  even  an  opportunity  on  the  part  of  any  other  per- 
son to  accomplish  the  act,  a  conviction  will  not  be  disturbed,  even 
though  the  girl's  story  was  in  some  respects  remarkable,  and  was 
denied  by  the  defendant,  and  she  had  told  contradictory  stories, 
where  she  testified,  with  some  corroboration,  that  they  were  told 
by  direction  of  the  defendant 

Ekrob  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Oconto 
county:  S.  D.  HASTiNas,  Jr.,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  was  a  prosecution  for  carnally  knowing  and  abusing 
a  girl  under  the  age  of  fourteen  years,  under  sec.  4382,  S.  & 
B.  Ann.  Stats.,  as  amended  by  sec.  1,  ch.  370,  Laws  of  1895. 
The  age  of  the  prosecutrix  was  proven,  against  objection, 
by  the  oath  of  the  prosecutrix  herself,  and  there  was  no  other 
direct  evidence  as  to  her  age.  The  evidence  showed  that 
the  prosecutrix  lived  with  the  plaintiff  in  error  and  his  wife 
in  a  small  house  from  the  fall  of  1893  until  July,  1896,  her 
mother  living  at  the  same  place  for  a  year,  and  then  leaving 
her  with  the  plaintiff  in  error,  and  that  she  was  practically 
a  foster  child.  She  was  delivered  of  a  fully-developed  in- 
fant, July  13,  1896,  which  died  at  birth,  and  she  testified 
that  the  plaintiff  in  error  had  criminal  connection  with  her 
frequently  in  the  fall  of  1895,  and  that  she  had  not  had  con- 
nection with  any  other  man.  The  plaintiff  in  error  denied 
the  charge,  and  a  verdict  of  guilty  was  rendered  by  tho 
jury,  and  to  reverse  the  judgment  rendered  upon  the  ver- 
diet  a  writ  of  error  was  sued  out. 
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The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  plaintiff  in  error  on  the 
brief  of  A,  Reinhwrty  and  for  the  defendant  in  error  on  that 
of  the  Attorney  General. 

To  the  point  that  clear  and  distinct  evidence  should  be 
given  that  the  prosecutrix  is  under  the  age  of  consent,  coun- 
sel for  the  plaintiff  in  error  cited  1  Colby,  Crim.  Law,  693 ; 
Archbold,  CrinL  Pr.  &  PL  1020;  19  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of 
Law,  959 ;  Lcmrence  v.  State,  32  S.  W.  Kep.  639. 

Counsel  for  the  defendant  in  error  argued,  among  other 
things,  that  the  testimony  of  the  prosecutrix  as  to  her  own  age 
was  properly  admitted.  1  Greenl.  Ev.  §§  103, 104 ;  Bain  v. 
State,  61  Ala.  75 ;  Cherry  v.  State,  68  id.  29 ;  2  Jones,  Ev.  §  303 ; 

1  Wharton,  Ev.  §  208 ;  Che&ver  v.  Congdon,  34  Mich.  296 ;  Mor- 
risen  v.  Emsley,  53  id.  564;  Hovlton  v.  Mcmteuffel,  51  Minp, 
185;  HiU  v.  Eldridge,  126  Mass.  234;  Cormn.  v.  Stevenson, 
142  id.  466;  State  v.  Best,  108  N.  C.  747;  State  v.  McClain, 
49  Kan.  730.  There  was  no  testimony  to  contradict  this,  and 
the  necessary  result  is  that  this  stands  as  competent  and 
therefore  sufficient  to  establish  the  age  of  the  prosecutrix  at 
less  than  the  age  of  consent. 

WiNSLOw,  J.  Two  questions  are  raised :  (1)  That  the  evi- 
dence of  the  prosecutrix  as  to  her  own  age  and  the  date  of 
her  birth  was  not  competent;  and  (2)  that  the  entire  evi- 
dence was  insufficient  to  sustain  the  verdict. 

1.  It  was  intimated,  but  not  decided,  in  Hart  v,  Stickney, 
41  Wis.  631,  that  a  witness  might  testify  as  to  his  own  age. 
The  intimation  was  certainly  in  accord  with  the  great  weight 
of  authority,  and  we  now  hold  affirmatively  that  such  testi- 
mony is  competent.     Comm,  v.  Stevenson,  142  Mass.  466; 

2  Jones,  Ev.  §  303. 

2.  Perusal  of  the  testimony  convinces  us  that  there  was 
sufficient  evidence  to  sustain  the  verdict.  This  is  not  a  case 
where  it  is  doubtful  whether  the  act  of  carnal  intercourse 
took  place.   That  fact  is  settled,  as  well  as  the  time  at  which 
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it  took  place,  by  the  fact  of  the  birth  of  a  full-grown  infant. 
The  only  question,  therefore,  was  as  to  its  paternity.  It  is 
true  that  the  girl  had  told  some  contradictory  stories  upon 
this  question,  but  she  now  testifies  that  they  were  told  by 
direction  of  the  plaintiflf  in  error,  and  there  is  evidence  in 
the  case  which  seems  to  render  this  statement  not  improb- 
able. It  is  true,  also,  that  the  girl's  story  is  in  some  re- 
spects remarkable,  and  that  it  is  denied  by  the  plaintiff  in 
error;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  there  are  numerous  small  cir- 
cumstances in  evidence  which  tend,  with  more  or  less  force, 
to  substantiate  the  girl's  story,  and  there  is  an  absolute  lack 
of  testimony  tending  to  show  even  opportunity  on  the  part 
of  any  other  person  to  accomplish  the  act.  It  would  scarcely 
be  useful  to  state  the  evidence  in  detail. 
By  the  Court — Judgment  aflSrmed. 


O'BoYLB,  Plaintiff  in  ^ror,  vs.  Thb  State,  Defendant  in 

error. 

May  H—JwM  XS,  1898. 

Criminal  law  and  practice:  Rape:  Resistance:  Evidence:  Corroboration 

of  prosecutrix,  when  necessary. 

1.  To  authorize  a  conyiction  of  rape  it  must  be  shown  that  the  woman 
did  not  consent  to  intercourse,  but  that  there  was  the  utmost  re- 
luctance and  resistance  on  her  part,  or  that  her  wiU  was  overcome 
by  duress  or  fear. 

2b  Mere  verbal  objections  by  a  female  over  the  age  of  consent,  unac- 
companied by  any  outcry  or  actual  resistance,  are  not  enough  to 
make  the  acts  of  the  accused  rape  or  an  attempt  to  commit  rape. 

a.  Where  the  testimony  of  the  prosecutrix  bears  upon  its  face  evidence 
of  its  unreliability,  there  should  be  corroboration  by  other  evidence 
as  to  the  principal  facts  relied  on  to  constitute  the  orimei 

E^Ros  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Juneau 
county:  O.  B.  Wyman,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 
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James  O^Boyle^  the  plaintiff  in  error,  was  tried  in  the  circuit 
court  for  Juneau  county  upon  an  information  charging  him 
with  having  committed  the  crime  of  rape  on  the  person  of 
Annie  Stegeman,  a  female  of  the  age  of  fifteen  years  or  more, 
and  the  jury  returned  a  verdict  finding  him  guilty.  The  de- 
fendant moved  to  set  aside  the  verdict,  and  for  a  new  trial; 
but  the  court  denied  the  motion,  and  sentenced  him  to  ten 
years'  imprisonment  in  the  state  prison.  At  the  close  of  the 
testimony  the  defendant  moved  for  a  dismissal  of  the  action 
on  the  ground  that  the  state  had  failed  to  make  out  by  proof 
the  offense  charged,  and  had  failed  to  show  that  any  such 
force  was  used  as  was  required,  under  the  law,  to  constitute 
the  crime  charged ;  but  the  motion  was  overruled.  These 
rulings  were  assigned,  with  others,  as  error,  as  well  as  that 
the  verdict  was  not  sustained  by  the  evidence. 

For  the  plaintiff  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  J,  M.  Mor- 
row {Marrow  <&  Master  a  and  AwAtto  &  Smithy  attorneys)^ 
and  oral  argument  by  Mr,  Morrow  and  Mr.  A.  II.  Sr^iith. 

The  Attorney  General',  for  the  defendant  in  error. 

PiNNEY,  J.  The  evidence  is  very  voluminous,  and  it  is  not 
practicable  to  give  more  than  a  brief  abstract  of  the  more 
material  facts.  The  complainant,  Annie  Stegeman,  was  in 
the  sixteenth  year  of  her  age,  and  iat  the  time  of  the  alleged 
offense,  February  20, 1897,  was  at  service  in  the  family  of 
one  Fuhrman,  a  merchant,  in  the  city  of  Elroy.  She  had 
been  sent  to  the  store,  and  on  her  way  home  met  Myrtle 
Smith,  an  acquaintance,  who  came  with  her,  and  stayed  until 
after  supper;  and  then  she  took  witness  down  town  for  a 
walk,  first  going  to  the  post  office,  and  Myrtle  Smith  said, 
"Come  on;  let's  go  down  town  and  take  a  walk."  After  a 
time  two  boys  followed  them,  and  got  as  far  as  the  comer, 
and  caught  hold  of  their  arms,  and  wanted  them  to  go  out 
for  a  walk.  She  testified  that  she  got  away  from  them,  and 
went  around  to  the  side  door  of  Tlaetzraan's,  and  the  boys 
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got  scared  and  ran  away;  that  then  they  went  up  town  again, 
and  Myrtle  wanted  to  go  into  the  post  oflSce,  and  witness 
stood  outside.  When  she  came  out,  there  was  a  fellow  stand- 
ing on  the  comer,  talking  to  her.  It  was  the  defendant.  He 
said  they  should  stop  there ;  that  he  wanted  to  take  a  walk 
down  to  Brooklyn.  Witness  said  she  did  not  want  to  go, 
and  then,  with  Myrtle,  she  went  up  town  again,  where  the 
latter  met  her  mother,  who  scolded  her  and  took  her  back 
home,  and  witness  did  not  stay  there  very  long.  It  was 
about  a  quarter  past  7  by  that  time.  She  procured  the  key 
of  Mrs.  Fuhrman,  and  was  going  homeward  on  Main  street. 
She  met  O^Boyle^  the  defendant,  at  the  railroad  crossing,  and 
he  pulled  her  over  to  the  depot.  "He  said,  *Come,  and 
let's  go  over  to  the  depot,'  and  I  didn't  want  to  go.  I  com- 
menced to  holler,  and  then  he  said,  *  Shut  up,  or  he  would 
ohoke  me.'  He  said  I  should  not  holler  or  else  he  would 
ohoke  me.  He  puUed  me  over  and  tore  my  clothes.  He 
pulled  me  by  the  arms."  "  Q.  Tell  the  jury  how  he  used 
you,  in  getting  you  over  to  the  depot  ?  Did  he  do  anything 
else  besides  pulling  you  ?  A,  He  had  his  hands  over  my 
mouth.  He  took  me  to  the  freight  depot.  It  is  just  a  little 
ways  from  the  crossing.  Q,  What  part  of  the  freight  depot 
did  he  take  you  to  ?  A,  On  the  east  side.  I  can't  tell  how 
far  it  was  from  the  north  end.  I  was  so  scared."  The  de- 
tails of  the  offense,  for  obvious  reasons,  are  omitted.  She 
testified  that  she  did  not  know  what  0^ Boyle  was  trjring  to 
do  to  her;  thought  he  was  going  to  kill  her;  that  she  did 
not  tell  about  what  happened  to  her  that  night  to  anybody; 
first  told  it  to  Mr.  Dithmar,  the  next  Wednesday.  "  I  tried 
to  holler.  He  had  his  hands  over  my  mouth  so  that  I  couldn't 
holler."  She  testified  that  she  never  met  the  defendant  be- 
fore that  night.  Did  not  know  who  he  was.  Had  seen  him 
once  on  the  street.  Had  never  been  out  walking  with  him 
before.  0^ Boyle  came  from  the  freight  depot.  "  He  said 
he  wanted  to  take  me  over  to  the  depot,  and  I  said  I  didn't 
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want  to  go.  He  asked  me  why  I  didn't  want  to  go,  and  I 
said  because  I  didn't  want  to  go.  This  was  right  close  to 
the  houses,  and  soon  after  seven  o'clock  in  the  evening. 
Didn't  notice  whether  there  was  any  light  in  any  of  the 
windows  on  that  side  of  the  depot.  I  didn't  look  to  see  if 
there  was  anybody  near  by.  I  didn't  see  any  one.  I  did 
not  say  anything.  He  hadn't  said  anything;  not  a  word, 
except  what  little  was  said  at  the  crossing." 

We  think  that  in  a  legal  point  of  view  the  evidence  is 
wholly  insuflBicient  to  sustain  the  charge  of  rape,  for  which 
the  defendant  was  convicted.  There  can  be  no  rape  of  a 
female,  within  the  age  of  consent,  where  there  is  consent,  no 
matter  how  reluctantly  it  be  given.  The  connection  must 
be  against  her  will,  and  there  must  be  the  utmost  reluctance 
and  resistance,  or  her  will  must  be  overcome  by  fear  and 
terror  so  extreme  as  to  preclude  a  resistance.  The  resist- 
ance must  depend  on  the  surrounding  circumstances,  and  on 
the  relative  physical  strength  of  the  parties.  Mere  verbal 
objections,  unaccompanied  by  any  outcry  or  actual  resist- 
ance, are  not  enough  to  make  the  acts  of  the  accused  rape, 
or  an  attempt  to  commit  rape.  The  allegation  of  force  is  to 
be  proved  by  competent  evidence  showing  either  that  the 
person  of  the  woman  was  violated  and  her  resistance  was 
overcome  by  physical  force,  or  that  her  will  was  overcome 
by  duress  or  fear.  But,  before  the  defendant  can  be  con- 
victed of  rape,  it  must  be  shown  that  the  woman  did  not 
consent  to  intercourse,  but  that  she  used  all  the  resistance 
in  her  power  under  the  circumstances  up  to  the  time  of  the 
intercourse.  19  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  950;  State  v. 
Wardy  Y3  Iowa,  532;  Gorrmh.  v,  McDonald^  110  Mass.  405. 
To  authorize  a  conviction  of  rape,  the  jury  must  believe  that 
the  oflfense  was  accomplished  by  force,  and  against  the  will 
of  the  prosecutrix,  and  that  there  was  the  utmost  reluctance 
and  resistance  on  her  part,  or  that  her  will  was  overcome  by 
force  or  fear  of  the  defendant.    Strang  v.  People^  24  Mich.  1. 


300  SUPKEME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

0*Boyle  vs.  The  State. 

The  radical  diflSculty  with  the  present  case  is  that  the 
evidence  of  resistance  and  want  of  consent  is  wholly  insuf- 
ficient to  sustain  the  charge.  She  testified  in  a  halting,  hesi- 
tating, and  unsatisfactory  manner,  calculated  to  create  dis- 
trust of  the  truth  of  the  charge  made  against  the  defendant. 
She  tiade  no  outcry,  except  perhaps  once  to  call  out  "  Help  1" 
She  is  not  corroborated  by  any  witness  as  to  any  material 
fact  of  the  offense.  Where  the  testimony  of  the  prosecuting 
witness  bears  upon  its  face  evidence  of  its  unreliability,  to 
sustain  a  conviction  there  should  be  corroboration  by  other 
evidence  as  to  the  principal  facts  relied  on  to  constitute  the 
crime.  Maxjidd  v.  State  (Neb.),  74  N.  W.  Eep.  403.  The 
evidence  in  this  case,  in  its  general  character  and  effect,  to 
make  out  the  charge  relied  on,  is  is  not  materially  different 
from  that  in  the  case  of  BoMmamm,  v,  State^  98  Wis.  617. 
Her  story  presents  several  physical  improbabilities,  if  not 
impossibilities.  There  was  evidence  that  there  were  near 
by  three  or  four  dwellings,  a  switch  light,  and  a  street  lamp.' 
It  seems  wholly  unreasonable  that  a  virtuous  girl,  deter- 
mined to  defend  her  chastity  at  all  hazards  and  preserve 
her  honor,  situated  as  she  was,  could  have  been  compelled 
to  go  over  to  the  depot,  and  upon  the  platform,  in  such  a 
public  place,  and  be  ravished  in  the  manner  she  describes, 
without  being  able  to  make  an  outcry  that  would  arrest  at- 
tention, and  a  resistance  that  might  have  been  effective  to 
defeat  the  vile  purposes  of  her  assailant.  Thctconclusion  at 
which  we  have  arrived,  after  a  careful  consideration  of  the 
evidence,  is  that  the  conviction  in  question  is  not  warranted 
by  competent  or  suificient  legal  evidence,  and  that  the  judg- 
ment of  the  circuit  court  for  Juneau  county  herein  is  there- 
fore erroneous  and  must  be  reversed,  and  a  new  trial  had 
herein  according  to  law. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Ju- 
neau county  in  this  cause  is  reversed,  and  the  cause  remanded 
to  that  court  with  directions  to  proceed  to  a  new  trial  thereof 
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according  to  law;  and  to  that  end  it  is  ordered  that  the 
said  defendant,  James  O^Boyle^  do  appear  at  the  term  of  the 
circuit  court  for  Juneau  county  held  next  after  the  ren,dition 
of  this  judgment,  then  and  there  to  stand  such  new  trial  for 
the  offense  with  which  he  is  charged,  and  to  abide  the  order 
and  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  in  respect  thereto. 


Febtio,  PlaintiflP  in  error,  vs.  The  State,  Defendant  in  error. 

May  es  —June  SS,  1898, 

Criminal  law  and  practice:  Murder:  Evidence:  Conversatione:  Argur 
ments  of  counsel:  Instructions  to  Jury :  Immaterial  errors:  'iUiineo 
essary  killing  "  in  resisting  unlawful  act 

1.  The  rule  that  all  parts  of  a  conversation,  in  substance  at  least,  relat- 

ing to  a  subject  in  controversy,  must  be  produced  in  evidence,  or 
all  excluded,  is  not  violated  by  permitting  a  person  who  can  re- 
member the  particular  language  or  the  substance  of  it,  relating 
to  the  fact  in  issue  or  the  evidentiary  fact  sought  to  be  established, 
to  testify  to  such  part,  or  by  permitting  part  of  the  conversation  to 
be  testified  to  by  one  witness  and  part  by  another,  if  the  portions 
together  show,  with  reasonable  distinctness,  the  bearing  of  the  con- 
versation on  the  fact  in  controversy. 

2.  It  does  not  transcend  the  bounds  of  legitimate  argument  in  a  crim- 

inal case,  for  the  district  attorney,  reasoning  from  the  evidence  in 
the  case,  to  say  that  the  accused  is  guilty  of  the  offense  charged. 
Within  the  record,  the  field  of  legitimate  argument  is  broad  enough 
to  permit  the  prosecuting  attorney  to  say,  with  the  utmost  freedom, 
what  the  evidence  tends  to  prove,  and  that  it  convinces  him,  and 
should  convince  the  jurors,  of  the  fact  in  issue. 

3b  Where  evidence  strongly  tends  to  prove  the  fact  of  guilt,  it  is  not 
reversible  error  for  the  prosecuting  attorney  to  assume  the  truth 
of  such  evidence,  and  say  from  it  that  the  accused  is  what  such 
evidence  tends  to  establish  in  regard  to  guilt. 

4  It  is  not  error  to  allow  the  reading  in  evidence,  by  consent,  in  a  crim- 
inal case,  of  unauthenticated  minutes  of  the  testimony  of  the  wy 
cused  given  on  a  former  trial  for  the  same  ofifensa 
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6.  A  general  Instruction  on  the  subject  of  murder  in  the  first  degree, 

with  which  the  accused  was  charged,  and  which  the  evidence 
tended  to  establish,  having  been  given,  it  was  not  reversible  error 
to  not  instruct  on  lesser  degrees  of  homicide,  as  to  which  there  was 
no  request  for  instructions. 
6^  If  there  is  evidence  tending  to  prove  the  highest  offense  of  criminal 
homicide,  and  yet  evidence  which  would  warrant  a  finding  of  some 
lesser  degree,  an  instruction  that  the  jury  must  find  the  defendant 
guilty  of  such  highest  degree,  or  render  a  verdict  of  not  guilty,  ia 
favorable  to  the  accused,  not  prejudicial 

7.  The  statute  making  the  unnecessary  killing  of  another,  while  resist- 

ing the  attempt  of  such  other  to  commit  any  felony  or  other  un- 
lawful act,  or  after  such  attempt  shall  have  failed,  manslaughter 
in  the  second  degree,  does  not  include  the  intentional  killing  of 
such  other  with  a  deadly  weapon  on  account  of  a  mere  trespass 
to  property  rights,  or  the  intentional  killing  under  circumstances 
where  resisting  the  act  of  such  other  would  be  unlawful 

&  Where  evidence,  under  the  most  favorable  view  that  can  be  taken 
of  it  in  favor  of  the  accused,  does  not  support  any  reasonable  the- 
ory of  guilt  of  a  degree  of  felonious  homicide  other  than  murder  in 
the  first  degree,  the  court  is  not  bound,  even  on  request,  to  instruct 
the  jury  in  respect  to  lesser  degrees. 

9.  Where  the  evidence  strongly  tends  to  establish  murder  in  the  first 
degree,  or  no  offense  of  felonious  homicide,  the  court  may  properly 
instruct  the  jury  that  they  should  find  the  accused  guilty  in  such 
first  degree  or  render  a  verdict  of  not  guilty. 
[Syllabus  by  Marshatj»  J.] 

Error  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dunn 
county :  "W.  F.  Bailey,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Error  to  review  a  judgment  rendered  on  a  conviction  for 
the  crime  of  murder  in  the  first  degree.  The  facts  which 
are  undisputed,  or  which  the  evidence  tends  to  prove,  are 
that  there  was  a  dispute  existing  between  Jbhm,  W.  Fei'tigy 
plaintiff  in  error,  and  William  Spaulding,  relative  to  the 
right  of  the  latter  to  take  and  remove  some  wood  from  a 
wood  lot  belonging  to  the  former,  Spaulding  claiming  that 
Fertig  turned  the  wood  out  to  him  in  settlement  of  a  run- 
ning account  between  them,  which  Fertig  denied,  and  noti- 
fied Spaulding  not  to  remove  the  wood  till  settlement  of 
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their  matters,  particularly  a  dispute  as  to  whether  the  latter*» 
sheep  had  been  in  and  damaged  Fertig* %  grain ;  that,  not- 
withstanding such  notification,  William  Spaulding  sent  his 
brother  Robert  and  a  hired  man,  Albert  Ilolstrom,  each  with 
a  span  of  horses  and  wagon,  after  some  of  the  wood,  and 
while  they  were  executing  such  direction,  William  called  at 
Fertig^s  house,  about  twenty  rods  from  the  wood  lot,  and 
informed  Mrs.  Fertig  of  the  facts,  her  husband  being  away 
from  home ;  that  she  immediately  went  to  where  her  husband 
was  working,  and  informed  him  of  what  William  Spaulding 
said,  whereupon  he  immediately  proceeded  to  the  wood  lot, 
but  finding  that  the  men  had  loaded  their  wagons  and  de- 
parted, he  went  to  his  house,  took  and  loaded  his  gun,  and 
armed  with  it,  hurried  across  the  country  in  a  direction  to 
intercept  the  men  on  the  road;  that  he  reached  the  road, 
found  that  the  teams  had  not  passed,  proceeded  thereon  till 
he  met  Spaulding,  who  was  ahead,  Ilolstrom  being  some 
distance  back  and  out  of  sight,  and  there  fatally  shot  Spauld- 
ing, the  ball  entering  his  body  a  little  below  the  breast  bone 
and  taking  a  course  a  little  downward  and  to  the  right. 
There  was  also  evidence  tending  to  show  that  the  shooting 
was  done  while  Fertig  stood  behind  a  tree,  a  little  on  one 
side  of  the  road,  the  ground  at  that  point  being  a  little 
higher  than  where  the  deceased  was  when  he  received  the 
fatal  shot.  There  was  little,  if  any,  dispute  but  that  the  de- 
ceased, when  shot,  was  driving  along  the  road,  sitting  on  the 
load  of  wood  with  his  feet  hanging  down  in  front.  The 
evidence  further  tended  to  show  that  the  course  of  the  buUet 
was  consistent  with  the  location  of  Fertig  at  the  tree  and  the 
deceased  on  his  load  of  wood,  as  before  stated. 

The  evidence  further  tended  to  show  that  after  the  homi- 
cide, Fertig  proceeded  up  the  road  till  he  met  Holstrom,  who 
testified  that  the  accused  then  stated  to  him  that  the  wood 
was  stolen;  that  he  tried  to  stop  Spaulding,  when  the  latter 
picked  up  a  stick  of  wood  to  strike  the  accused  over  the  head 
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with,  and  thereupon  that  he  shot  Spaulding  before  he,  the 
accused,  could  think;  and  that  after  making  such  statement, 
he  bade  Ilolstrom  good-by,  saying:  "  You  will  never  see  me 
again,"  and  passed  on,  and  Holstrom  proceeded  to  the  scene 
of  the  homicide,  where  he  found  the  body  of  Spaulding  lying 
on  the  side  of  the  road.  The  proof  of  what  Fertig  stated  to 
Holstrom  about  the  homicide,  was  put  in  as  a  part  of  the 
state's  case.  There  was  considerable  evidence  tending  to 
show  that  Fertig^  on  several  occasions  before  the  homicide, 
exhibited  much  feeling  against  William  Spaulding  in  regard 
to  the  wood,  and  threatened  to  shoot  the  first  man  that  tried 
to  take  it;  and  there  was  also  evidence  to  the  effect  that 
the  accused  stated  to  the  sheriff,  and  to  Mr.  Hancock,  an 
attorney,  that  he  supposed  he  had  killed  William  Spaulding. 
Fertig  testified  in  his  own  behalf,  denying  the  evidence  of 
the  several  witnesses  as  to  his  threatening  to  shoot  the  first 
man  that  attempted  to  remove  the  wood,  and  denied  that  he 
made  any  statement  to  the  sheriff  or  Hancock  in  regard  to 
having  supposed  he  killed  William  Spaulding;  and  denied 
that  he  stated  to  Holstrom,  shortly  after  the  homicide,  the 
circumstances  of  it  as  related  by  Holstrom.  He  further 
testified  in  his  own  behalf  that  when  he  met  Robert  he  said, 
^*  Stop,  I  want  to  see  you  about  the  wood ; "  that  Robert  did 
not  stop  or  speak,  and  as  the  team  was  about  to  pass  the 
a/Ccused,  he  stepped  up  to  them  and  turned,  and  reached  out 
to  take  hold  of  the  reins,  throwing  his  gun  across  his  left 
arm,  when  it  was  discharged ;  that  the  team  passed  on  about 
two  or  three  rods  before  he  knew  Spaulding  was  hurt,  when 
he  saw  the  blood  from  the  breast ;  that  Spaulding  fell  from 
the  wood,  striking  on  his  head;  then,  about  ap  the  hind 
wheel  was  passing  him,  he  tipped  towards  and  against  it, 
which  carried  his  feet  forward,  so  that  when  the  wagon  left 
him  he  lay  with  his  head  toward  Fertig,  The  testimony  of 
the  accused,  giving  a  somewhat  different  relation  of  the 
homicide,  upon  two  former  trials,  was  read  from  the  report- 
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er's  notes  by  consent,  without  such  notes  being  in  any  way 
verified. 

There  were  some  exceptions  to  the  rulings  on  the  objec- 
tions to  the  remarks  of  counsel,  also  to  the  reception  of  evi- 
dence of  witnesses  of  statements  made  by  the  accused  before 
the  homicide,  upon  the  ground  that  they  could  not  remem- 
ber all  of  the  conversations ;  also  exceptions  to  the  refusal 
of  the  court  to  charge  the  jury  on  the  subject  of  murder  in 
the  second  degree,  and  to  the  instructions  of  the  court  to  the 
effect  that  defendant,  on  the  evidence,  was  guilty  of  murder 
in  the  first  degree,  or  not  guilty  and  should  be  acquitted. 
The  jury  found  the  accused  guilty  of  murder  in  the  first  de- 
gree, and  proper  proceedings  were  taken  to  preserve  for 
review  the  exceptions  referred  to. 

Spencer  Ha/ven^  for  the  plaintiff  in  error. 

For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  the  Attor- 
ney General  and  John  L.  ErdaU^  first  assistant  attorney  gen- 
eral, and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  ErdaU. 

Mabshall,  J.  The  errors  assigned  on  behalf  of  plaintiff 
in  error  will  be  considered  in  their  order  and  are  as  fol- 
lows: (1)  The  refusal  of  the  court  to  strike  out  evidence  of 
conversations  damaging  to  the  accused  where  a  witness  could" 
not  give  all  the  conversation,  or  the  substance  of  it;  (2)  per- 
mitting the  prosecuting  attorney  to  use  improper  language, 
detrimental  to  the  accused,  in  closing  his  argument  to  the 
jury;  (3)  permitting  reading  from  the  reporter's  minutes, 
the  testimony  of  the  accused  on  former  trials  for  the  same 
offense,  without  any  verification  of  the  same ;  (4)  instructing 
the  jury  that  the  defendant  was  guilty  of  murder  in  the 
first  degree  or  not  guilty;  (5)  refusing  to  submit  to  the  jury 
the  question  of  manslaughter  in  the  second  degree  as  re- 
quested. 

1.  The  rule  that  all  parts  of  a  conversation,  bearing  on  the 

subject  in  controversy,  must  be  taken  together,  and  that  if 
Vol.  100—20 
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the  whole  of  it,  in  substance  at  least,  cannot  be  given,  so 
that  its  bearing  on  such  controversy,  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  party  offering  it,  can  be  established,  the  whole  shall  be 
excluded,  is  familiar ;  but  that  does  not  require  that  a  wit- 
ness  testifying  to  a  coaversation  shaU  remember  it  aU,  either 
literally  or  in  substance,  but  only  that  he  shall  remember 
that  part  relative  to  the  controversy.  If  a  witness  can  tes- 
tify to  a  part  of  a  conversation,  sufficiently  complete  of  it- 
self to  show  its  bearing  on  the  fact  in  issue,  or  some  eviden- 
tiary fact  in  the  case,  that  is  sufficient,  though  other  things 
were  s^dd,  which  the  opposite  party  may  call  out  on  cross- 
examination,  so  far  as  they  in  any  way  explain  or  modify 
that  part  testified  to  in  chief;  and  though  the  other  party 
to  the  conversation  may  be  called  and  his  version  of  it  be 
given.  The  rule  does  not  go  so  far  as  to  exclude  damaging 
admissions  or  declarations  made  in  a  conversation,  because 
all  said  cannot  be  remembered.  All  the  conversation,  or  the 
substance  of  it,  which  shows  the  bearing  of  the  damaging 
statement  as  to  the  fact  in  issue,  or  the  evidentiary  fact 
sought  to  be  established,  must  be  given  or  all  excluded;  but 
that  being  satisfied,  the  evidence  is  admissible. 

Viewing  the  alleged  objectionable  evidence  in  the  light 
of  the  foregoing,  no  reason  is  perceived  for  holding  that 
error  was  committed  in  refusing  to  strike  it  out  on  motion 
of  counsel  for  accused.  Moreover,  if  that  testified  to  by  any 
one  witness  was  not  sufficiently  complete  in  itself  to  be  ad- 
missible, it  was  made  so  by  the  testimony  of  others  to  the 
same  conversation,  the  testimony  of  aU  showing  substan- 
tially the  whole  conversation.  It  is  not  necessary  that  all 
the  parts  of  a  conversation  be  testified  to  by  one  witness  to 
make  any  part  of  it  admissible ;  part  may  be  established  by 
one  and  part  by  another,  so  as  to  render  the  whole  admissi- 
ble, if,  taking  the  parts  together,  they  show  what  was  said 
with  reasonable  distinctness,  bearing  on  the  fact  in  dispute, 
or  any  fact  tending  to  establish  the  fact  in  issue  by  reason- 
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able  inference,  under  the  established  rules  governing  the 
subject.  People  v.  Ah  Wee,  48  Cal.  236.  As  said,  in  effect, 
by  Mr.  Justice  Taylob  in  Mack  v.  State,  48  Wis.  271,  each 
party  may  give  his  own  version  of  a  conversation,  and  if 
one  gives  2,  part  sufficiently  complete  to  be  material  to  the 
case,  the  other  has  a  right  to  prove  the  balance.  That,  of 
course,  he  may  do  by  cross-examination  or  by  other  wit- 
nesses. Here  the  evidentiary  fact  sought  to  be  established 
by  the  prosecution  was  that  the  accused  had  ill  will  towards 
William  Spaulding,  and  threatened  to  kill  him  or  any  one 
who  attempted  to  take  the  wood,  which  was  the  subject  of 
controversy  leading  to  the  homicide.  That  part  of  the  con- 
versation showing  such  facts  was  remembered  in  substance, 
and  testified  to  distinctly  and  positively,  and  was  properly 
received. 

2.  The  prosecuting  attorney  was  permitted  to  say,  in  clos- 
ing the  case  to  the  jury,  replying  to  remarks  of  the  attorney 
for  the  accused  regarding  the  testimony  of  William  Spauld- 
ing :  "  What  would  counsel  have  him  do  ?  Come  here  and 
shower  bouquets  on  the  assassin  of  his  brother  ?  Crown  him 
with  a  wreath  of  laurels  ?  "  And  also  permitting  the  district 
attorney  to  say,  in  substance,  that  there  was  murder  in  the 
heart  of  the  accused  as  he  proceeded  to  and  effected  the  homi- 
cide,— that  he  had  murder  in  his  heart,  in  his  eye,  and  in  his 
brain ;  that  he  stood  where  the  tracks  indicated  to  get  a  good 
aim;  the  object  of  his  vengeance  was  coming,  sitting  on  the 
wood  in  full  view ;  he  (the  accused)  was  a  crack  shot  and 
knew  it;  he  cocked  his  gun,  drew  the  bead  on  the  deceased, 
and  the  deed  was  done,  and  a  son  and  brother  was  sent  to 
his  Maker  without  a  moment's  warning,  by  the  act  of  an 
assassin, — as  vile  an  act  as  ever  happened  on  earth ;  so  foul 
that  it  would  be  worthy  of  the  vicegerent  of  the  monarch  of 
hell.  That  such  language,  with  the  earnestness  with  which 
we  may  well  assume  the  words  were  uttered  in  the  closing 
moments  of  an  important  trial,  was  highly  calculated  to  carry 
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the  jury  along  the  line  of  thought  which  it  indicated,  that  is, 
that  the  accused  was  guilty,  cannot  be  doubted ;  but  whether 
it  was  outside  the  case,  or  tended  unfairly  to  influence  the 
jury,  and  to  swerve  them  from  the  duty  of  deciding  the  case 
on  the  evidence,  and  that  alone,  in  the  light  of  the  law  gov- 
erning the  subject,  is  quite  another  question.  So  long  as 
counsel  did  not  depart  from  the  evidence  produced,  but 
confined  his  argument  to  reasoning  from  that  up  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  established  guilt,  however  eloquently  and  per- 
suasively he  may  have  handled  his  subject,  it  was  not  only 
legitimate  but  commendable.  Within  the  record  in  this  re- 
gard, the  field  is  broad,  and  the  license  of  the  advocate,  and 
duty  as  well,  permits  him  to  say  with  the  utmost  freedom 
what  the  evidence  tends  to  prove,  and  that  it  convinces  him, 
and  should  convince  the  jurors  as  well,  of  the  fact  in  issue. 
As  said  in  People  v*  SesSy  85  Mich.  128 :  "  To  deny  to  a  prose- 
cuting officer  that  privilege,  would  be  to  deny  him  the  right 
to  place  before  the  jury  the  logic  of  the  testimony  which 
leads  his  mind  to  the  inevitable  conclusion  of  guilt,  and  which 
he  has  a  right  to  presume  will  lead  them  to  the  same  con- 
clusion, if  thev  view  it  as  he  does."  That  does  not  mean  that 
a  prosecuting  officer  may  express  his  opinion  independent  of 
the  evidence  that  the  accused  is  guilty,  or  his  opinion  of  guilt, 
which  may  or  may  not  be  based  on  the  evidence,  but  that  he 
may  state  from  the  record,  upon  which  the  issue  is  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  jury,  that  it  establishes  guilt.  To  do  the  latter 
is  but  to  state  the  evidence,  draw  inferences  therefrom,  and 
proceed,  reasoning  naturally  from  step  to  step  up  to  the  log- 
ical conclusion,  and  state  it,  all  being  legitimate  parts  of 
legitimate  argument;  and  if  the  introduction  and  discussion 
lead  to  such  conclusion,  though  stated  with  great  earnestness 
and  with  strong  feeling  and  conviction,  so  long  as  the  advo- 
cate keeps  within  the  record,  the  accused  has  no  legitimate 
ground  of  complaint.  That  appears  to  be  what  was  done 
in  this  case.    There  is  nothing  to  indicate  that  the  district 
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attorney  asserted  that  the  accused  was  a  murderer  or  assassin, 
except  with  reference  to  the  oflfense  for  which  he  was  being 
tried,  and  as  he  drew  that  conclusion  from  the  evidence. 
It  was  the  inevitable  conclusion  of  the  line  of  argument  pur- 
sued by  the  prosecutor,  from  the  evidence,  and  could  not 
have  been  otherwise  understood  by  the  jury.  It  is  quite  un- 
like Scott  V.  State,  91  Wis.  552,  where  the  district  attorney 
spoke  of  the  accused  as  a  thief,  not  with  reference  to  the 
oflfense  for  which  he  was  on  trial,  but  as  a  fact  tending  to 
establish  guilt  of  that  oflfense. 

As  to  remarks  made  in  reply  to  those  of  the  attorney  for 
plaintiff  in  error,  regarding  William  Spaulding,  it  is  suflBcient 
to  say  that  in  using  the  term  "  assassin  "  it  is  quite  clear  that 
the  district  attorney  was  speaking  from  the  evidence  in  the 
case  as  he  viewed  it,  and  that  the  jury  must  have  so  under- 
stood him.  He  had  a  right  to  assume  that  the  evidence 
produced  on  the  part  of  the  state  was  true,  and  that  it  estab- 
lished what  it  tended  to  establish,  and  that  it  pointed  most 
strongly  to  the  guilt  of  the  accused  as  charged.  To  address 
the  jury  accordingly  can  hardly  be  said  to  have  been  such 
an  abuse  of  the  privilege  of  counsel  for  the  state,  and  so 
prejudicial  to  the  accused,  as  to  warrant  a  reversal  of  the 
judgment.  True,  harsh  and  violent  language  should  not  be 
used  by  counsel,  certainly  in  criminal  prosecutions,  though 
whether  language  be  harsh  and  abusive  depends  largely  upon 
the  evidence  in  the  case ;  but  in  the  absence  of  some  manifest 
abuse  of  the  privilege  of  legitimate  argument,  clearly  work- 
ing prejudice  to  the  accused,  it  cannot  be  considered  rever- 
sible error.  In  Spahn,  v.  People,  137  HI.  538,  where  the 
evidence  on  the  part  of  the  state  established  the  guilt  of  the 
accused,  the  court  held  that,  assuming  the  truthfulness  of 
the  people's  evidence,  which  assumption  the  prosecuting  at- 
torney had  a  right  to  make  on  the  argument,  it  was  not  such 
an  abuse  of  the  privilege  of  counsel  in  argument  to  the  jury, 
to  speak  of  the  accused,  with  reference  to  the  oflfense  for 
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which  they  were  on  trial,  as  robbers  and  burglars,  as  to  work 
a  reversal  on  that  ground.  So  we  may  say  it  was  not  an  abuse 
of  the  rules  of  legitimate  argument,  in  this  case,  to  speak  of 
the  accused,  from  the  evidence  of  the  state,  as  a  murderer. 

3.  It  is  sufficient  to  say  of  the  contention  that  it  was  error 
to  permit  the  reading  in  evidence  of  the  unverified,  unau- 
thenticated  stenographer's  minutes  of  the  evidence  of  the 
accused,  given  on  former  trials,  that  no  objection  was  made 

'  to  it;  on  the  contrary  it  seems  to  have  been  consented  to. 

4.  No  request  was  made  to  submit  the  question  of  mur- 
der in  the  second  degree,  so  no  error  can  be  successfully  as- 
signed in  that  regard.  Odette  v.  State^  90  Wis.  258.  That 
seems  to  be  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  suggestion  that  the 
trial  court  should  have  instructed  the  jury  respecting  that 
degree'  of  criminal  homicide.  Moreover,  the  instruction 
given  to  the  eflfect  that  the  defendant  was  guilty  of  murder 
in  the  first  degree,  or  not  guilty,  was  favorable,  rather  than 
prejudicial,  to  the  accused,  if  tiiere  was  evidence  on  which 
he  might  have  been  convicted  of  the  lesser  oflfense.  The 
jury  having  been  properly  instructed  as  to  the  essential  ele- 
ments of  murder  in  the  first  degree,  an  instruction  that  the 
accused  was  guilty  of  that  oflfense,  or  not  guilty  of  any,  was 
equivalent  to  a  direction  to  the  jury  to  acquit  him,  unless 
they  found  that  the  highest  oflfense  of  criminal  homicide  was 
established  by  the  evidence.  It  follows  that,  if  there  was 
error  in  not  submitting  murder  in  the  second  degree,  it 
was  not  prejudicial,  hence  not  reversible  error.  Dickersan 
V.  State,  48  Wis.  288;  Wirm  v.  State,  82  Wia  571;  OdMe  v. 
State,  9U]pra. 

5.  The  contention  that  the  trial  court  erred  in  not  instruct- 
ing the  jury  respecting  manslaughter  in  the  second  degree, 
as  requested,  is  divided  into,  (a)  If  the  accused  unnecessarily 
killed  Spaulding  while  endeavoring  to  take  from  his  posses- 
sion wood  which  he  wrongfully  detained  from  the  accused, 
would  that  warrant  a  conviction  of  manslaughter  in  the  sec- 
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ond  degree  ?  and  (b)  Was  the  evidence  sufBcient  to  warrant  a 
reasonable  belief  that  the  homicide  was  unnecessarily  per- 
petrated while  the  accused  was  resisting  an  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  deceased  to  assault  the  accused  with  a  stick  of 
wood? 

(a)  Both  of  the  questions  suggested  in  the  foregoing  refer 
to  the  statutory  offense  of  manslaughter  created  in  the  fol- 
lowing language:  "Any  person  who  shall  unnecessarily  kill 
another,  either  while  resisting  the  attempt  by  such  other 
person  to  commit  any  felony  or  to  do  any  other  unlawful 
act,  or  after  such  attempt  shall  have  failed,  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  manslaughter  in  the  second  degree."  It  is  urged 
on  behalf  of  the  plaintiff  in  error  that  the  deceased  was  com- 
mitting an  unlawful  act  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute, 
in  that  he  would  not  give  up,  but  was  persisting  in  retain- 
ing, the  wood,  and  that  there  was  evidence  from  which  a 
jury  might  reasonably  say  the  act  of  killing  was  unneces- 
sarily done  in  resisting  such  unlawful  act.  The  weakness  of 
this  contention  is  that  there  was  no  unlawful  act  on  the  part 
of  the  deceased,  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute,  in  process 
of  being  committed,  or  which  had  been  attempted  and  failed, 
at  the  time  of  the  homicide.  Looking  at  the  case  most  fa- 
vorably for  the  accused,  if  any  unlawful  act  was  committed 
by  Robert  Spaulding  at  all,  it  was  a  mere  trespass,  and  fully 
consummated  when  the  wood  was  removed  from  the  wood 
lot.  At  the  time  he  met  Fertig^  he  was  lawfully  traveling  on 
the  highway  and  could  not  be  lawfully  dispossessed  of  the 
wood  by  force.  The  mere  retention  of  the  wood  after  the 
trespass  was  committed  and  the  deceased  had  left  the  wood 
lot,  was  not  unlawful  in  the  sense  that  the  accused  had  a 
right  to  resist 'it;  and  rightful,  lawful  resistance  is  what 
the  statute  means,  excessive  and  unnecessary  force  causing 
death  in  maJdng  ioh  rightful  resistance,  or  after  such  vl 
sistance  would  have  been  rightful,  being  the  element  that 
renders  the  homicide  criminal  in  the  degree  named  in  the 
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statute;  and  it  does  not  inclade  killing  with  a  deadly 
weapon,  intentionally,  because  of  any  mere  trespass  to  prop- 
erty rights.    People  v.  Dwme^  1  Edm.  Sel.  Gas.  594. 

(b)  The  only  evidence  of  any  act  on  the  part  of  the  de- 
ceased, warranting  the  accused  acting  in  self-defense  and 
resisting  such  act,  is  Holstrom's  evidence  as  to  the  accused 
having  stated  that  the  deceased  picked  up  a  stick  of  wood 
to  strike  him.  If  a  jury  could  say,  on  the  most  favorable 
view  that  could  reasonably  be  taken  of  that  evidence,  that 
the  deceased  was  committing  an  assault  upon  Fertig^  and 
that  the  homicide  took  place  in  resisting  such  assault,  then 
it  was  error  not  to  instruct  on  the  subject  of  manslaughter 
in  the  second  degree.  There  would  then  have  been  the  ele- 
ment of  unlawful  act,  rightful  resistance  of  such  unlawful 
act  on  the  part  of  the  accused,  and  the  unnecessary  and  ex- 
cessive use  of  force  in  making  such  resistance,  resulting  in 
death,  necessary  to  manslaughter  in  the  second  degree.  But 
the  evidence  does  not  warrant  an  inference  that  the  deceased 
assaulted  Fertig.  The  statement  was  that  the  deceased 
picked  up  a  stick  of  wood  to  strike,  not  that  he  attempted 
to  strike  him,  or  that  any  act  was  done  calling  for  defense. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  evidence,  taking  it  most  strongly 
for  plaintiff  in  error,  indicating  more  than  that  the  deceased 
picked  up  a  stick  of  wood.  There  is  nothing  to  show  that 
he  raised  the  stick  of  wood  and  attempted  to  strike,  or  was 
in  a  situation  to  have  effected  an  attempt  of  that  kind,  so 
we  may  safely  say  that,  taking  the  evidence  as  establishing 
what  it  tends  to  establish,  Spaulding  merely  picked  up  a 
stick  of  wood  to  strike  with,  when  the  accused  tried  to  stop 
the  team.  Certainly,  that  was  not  an  unlawful  assault,  and 
not  an  unlawful  act  warrantuig  any  resistance  at  all  upon 
the  part  of  the  accused.  But  if  it  were  otherwise,  the  theory 
that  any  such  thing  occurred  is  contrary  to  Fertig^a  relation 
of  the  homicide  on  previous  trials,  as  well  as  on  the  last 
trial^  and  the  whole  theory  of  the  defense,  from  first  to  last. 
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which  was  that  the  shooting  was  accidental.  So,  looking  at 
the  evidence  as  a  whole,  and  the  attitude  of  the  defense  at 
the  close  of  the  trial,  when  the  court  was  called  upon  to 
submit  the  case  to  the  jury,  there  was  no  room  for  a  reason- 
able belief  that  the  deceased  assaulted  or  attempted  to  as- 
sault jFertig.  All  probabilities  are  so  against  such  a  theory 
as  to  leave  no  room  for  a  reasonable  doubt  on  the  question. 
The  statement  of  the  accused  to  Holstrom,  as  testified  to  by 
the  latter,  was  not  only  denied  by  the  accused,  but  the  fact 
itself  was  denied,  and  the  theory  that  any  such  thing  took 
place  was  rebutted  and  disproved  as  completely,  almost,  aa 
human  testimony  could  do  it. 

It  is  only  where  there  is  evidence  tending  to  establish  a 
particular  offense  of  criminal  homicide  that  the  trial  court 
is  required  to  instruct  the  jury  in  regard  to  it.  Diokerson 
V.  State,  48  Wis.  288;  Knoll  v^.  State,  65  Wis.  249;  TerriU  v. 
State,  95  Wis.  276;  9  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  Y41,  and 
notes.  When,  on  the  evidence,  the  accused  is  clearly  guilty 
of  murder  in  the  first  degree,  or  not  guilty,  it  is  not  only  the 
right,  but  the  duty,  of  the  court  to  so  instruct  the  jury. 
Dickerson  v.  State,  supra;  State  v.  KUgore,  70  Mo.  546;  State 
V.  StoecJdiy  71  Mo.  659. 

What  has  been  said  disposes  of  all  questions  submitted  for 
our  consideration  without  discovering  any  error  in  the  rec- 
ord. The  case  appears  to  have  been  fairly  tried,  submitted 
to  the  jury  by  instructions  not  only  free  from  all  reversible 
error,  but  free  from  reasonable  criticism,  and  the  verdict 
appears  to  have  been  fully  justified  by  the  evidence. 

By  ihe  (hurt —  The  judgment  is  affirmed. 
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Oase,  Kespondent,  vs.  Hoffkan  and  others,  imp.,  Appellants. 

May  tr,  1897 --June  tS,  1898. 

(1-4)  Appeal:  Disqualification  of  judge  who  previoualy  determined  the 
same  matter:  Void  judgment:  Waiver:  Beargument,  when  ordered. 
(5)  Res  ad  judicata:  Decision  on  demurrer,  (6-11)  Watereourses: 
Evidence:  Substitution  of  canal:  Right  to  water  therefrom:  Parol 
contract:  Statute  of  frauds:  Notice:  Diversion  of  water:  Injunction: 
Duty  to  maintain  canal:  Covenants, 

1.  In  an  action  to  restrain  the  diversion  of  water  from  a  ditch  or  canal 
on  the  grounds  that  it  was  a  watercourse  and  that  the  right  to  have 
the  water  flow  therein  had  been  acquired  under  a  fully  executed 
oral  contract  with  defendants'  grantors,  an  order  of  the  circuit 
-court  sustaining  a  general  demurrer  to  the  complaint  was  reversed 
on  appeal  on  the  ground  that  the  facts  alleged  showed  the  exist- 
ence of  a  natural  watercourse,  but  it  was  not  decided  whether 
plaintiff  had  any  rights  under  the  alleged  contract  On  the  trial 
before  another  circuit  judge  he  found  that  an  ancient  watercourse 
flowed  in  the  ditch  and  that  the  oral  contract  had  been  made  and 
executed  as  alleged,  and  gave  judgment  for  the  plaintiff.  On  ap- 
peal from  that  judgment  it  was  reversed  on  the  grounds  that  the 
evidence  did  not  show  a  natural  watercourse  and  that  the  contract 
proved  (which  was  the  same  as  that  alleged  in  the  complaint)  was  of 
no  validity.  Held,  that  in  respect  to  the  contract  this  was  a  de- 
cision of  a  matter  which  had  been  determined  by  the  circuit  judge 
who  sustained  the  demurrer,  and  hence  that  he  —  having  since  be- 
come a  justice  of  the  supreme  court  —  was  disqualified,  under  sea 
2680,  R.  S.  1878,  to  participate  in  the  decision  involving  that  matter. 
Cassoday,  GL  J.,  and  Marshatj.,  J.,  are  of  the  opinion  that  as  to  the 
existence  of  the  watercourse,  also,  the  question  presented  on  the 
appeal  from  the  judgment  was  the  same  as  that  presented  on 
the  earlier  appeal,  and  hence  that  the  judge  from  whom  that  ap- 
peal was  taken  was  disqualified  to  take  part  in  the  decision  of  the 
supreme  court  upon  any  branch  of  the  case  upon  the  later  appeal 

^  Where  a  judge  disqualified  by  statute  to  take  part  in  the  decision  of 
a  cause  participates  in  the  decision  thereof — even  though  he  acts 
simply  as  one  of  a  bench  composed  of  several  judges — the  judg- 
ment rendered  is  coram  nonjudice  and  void,  especially  when,  as  in 
this  case,  the  disqualified  judge  gave  the  casting  vote  and  decided 
the  causa 
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S,  The  disqualification  of  the  judge  in  such  a  case  cannot  be  waived  or 
removed  even  by  the  express  consent  of  the  parties.  WdUcer  v. 
Eogan,  1  Wis.  597,  distinguished  and  limited. 

4,  Where,  upon  an  appeal,  the  justices  of  the  supreme  court  who  were 
qualified  to  sit  were  equally  divided,  and  the  deciding  vote  for  re- 
versal was  cast  by  a  justice  disqualified  to  take  part  in  the  decision, 
the  court,  upon  vacating  the  void  judgment  of  reversal,  may  either 
enter  judgment  of  afSrmance  or  order  a  reargument.  If  a  reargu- 
ment  is  ordered,  the  case  stands  as  if  no  judgment  had  in  fact  been 
entered. 

5u  The  decision  by  the  supreme  court  of  questions  arising  upon  a  gen- 
eral demurrer  to  a  complaint,  so  far  as  it  is  applicable  to  the  facts 
subsequently  established  on  a  trial,  is  the  law  of  the  case  by  which 
the  court  must  be  governed  upon  an  appeal  from  the  judgment 
rendered  on  such  trial  Thus,  in  this  case,  the  facts  alleged  in  the 
complaint  having  been  held,  on  appeal  from  an  order  sustaining  a 
demurrer,  to  describe  a  watercourse,  and  the  trial  court  having 
thereafter  found  such  facts  to  exist,  following  closely  the  language 
of  the  complaint  and  of  the  decision  thereon,  the  sufficiency  of  such 
findings,  if  supported  by  the  evidence,  to  establish  the  existence  of 
the  watercourse  is  rea  adjvdicata  upon  an  appeal  from  the  judg- 
ment entered  thereon. 

^  The  evidence  in  this  case  is  hdd  to  sustain  findings  by  the  trial  court 
of  the  f^cts  showing  the  existence  of  a  watercourse  through  a 
marsh,  within  the  former  decision  (84  Wi&  488).  WiNSLOW  and 
PiNNSY,  J  J.,  dissent 

7.  Defendants'  grantors  dug  a  ditch  or  canal  across  plaintiff's  land 

without  his  consent,  which  became  a  substitute  for  a  natural 
watercourse,  and  diverted  from  such  land  a  great  amount  of  water 
which  naturally  came  thereto.  In  times  of  high  water  large  quan- 
tities of  logs  and  d6bris  escaped  from  the  canal  and  were  deposited 
upon  plaintiff's  land.  Plaintiff  made  a  claim  for  damages,  and 
then  entered  into  a  parol  agreement  with  said  grantors  by  which 
fae  agreed  to  permit  the  canal  to  remain  as  constructed  and  to 
forego  his  claim  for  damages,  and  they  agreed  to  build  a  lateral 
waste-water  ditch  from  which  plaintiff  was  to  receive  so  much 
water  as  was  reasonably  necessary  for  cranberry  culture  on  his 
land;  and  the  lateral  ditch  was  btdld  accordingly.  Held,  that  as 
between  the  parties  thereto  this  was  a  valid  and  binding  contract, 
enforceable  in  equity. 

8.  The  location  of  the  canal  and  plaintiff's  open  enjoyment  of  the 

rights  and  privileges  appiirtenant  thereto  at  the  time  when  de- 
fendants acqtured  their  grantors'  interests  therein  was  notice  to 
defendants  of  his  rights,  and  they  were  also  chargeable  with  no- 


316  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

Case  va  Hoffman  and  othera 


tioe  that  the  waters  of  a  natural  stream  had  been  diverted  and 
ooold  not  be  restored  to  their  former  ooursei  Their  rights  nnder 
saoh  purchase  were  therefore  subject  to  the  duties  and  obligations 
imposed  upon  their  grantors,  so  far  as  the  same  were  disclosed  by 
the  situation,  and  they  had  no  right  to  alter  the  conditions,  by 
changing  the  location  and  course  of  the  ditch  above  plaintiff's  land, 
so  as  to  divert  the  flow  of  water  entirely  therefrom.  WmsLOW  and 
Penney,  JJ.,  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  parol  contract  with  de- 
fendants' grantors  did  not  fasten  a  perpetual  servitude  upon  their 
lands,  in  whosesoever  hands  they  might  come,  to  furnish  water  to 
the  plaintiff  through  the  artificial  canal 
0.  The  canal  having  become  a  substitute  for  a  natural  watercourse,  and 
the  plaintiff  being  entitled  to  receive  therefrom  so  much  water  as 
was  reasonably  necessary  for  cranberry  culture  on  his  land,  defend- 
ants should  be  required  to  restore  the  canal  to  the  condition  in 
which  it  was  before  their  unlawful  interference  with  it,  and  be  re- 
strained from  diverting  water  from  the  canal  or  lessening  its  flow, 
and  should  be  required  also  to  build  a  bulkhead  to  hold  back  the 
water  to  which  plaintiff  was  entitled,  made  necessary  by  their  use 
of  the  water  below  plaintiff's  land,  and  to  maintain  such  bulkhead 
so  long  as  they  continued  such  use  of  the  water. 

10.  But,  the  delivery  of  water  to  plaintiff  through  the  canal  instead  of 

as  it  came  in  a  state  of  nature  being  an  advantage  to  him,  and 
there  being  nothing  in  his  contract  with  defendants'  grantors  re- 
quiring them  to  maintain  the  canal  perpetually,  and  it  not  appear- 
ing that  defendants  are  the  owners  of  all  the  lands  through  which 
•l^e  canal  passes  before  reaching  plaintiff's  land,  and  the  ten  years 
having  expired  during  which,  under  the  franchise  acquired  from 
their  grantors  (ch.  271,  Laws  of  1883),  defendants  had  power  to 
handle,  own,  and  control  the  canal,  defendants  cannot  be  charged 
with  any  obligation  to  maintain  the  canal  above  plaintiff's  land; 
and,  in  case  defendants  should  abandon  their  privileges  and  their 
use  of  the  water  in  the  canal  below  plaintiff's  land,  they  should  be 
freed  from  any  obligation  to  maintain  the  canal  at  any  point 

11.  An  agreement  by  defendants,  in  the  instrument  of  assignment  by 

which  they  acquired  their  grantors'  rights  and  franchises  in  respect 
to  the  canal,  to  keep  and  maintain  the  canal  in  proper  repair,  was 
a  covenant  personal  to  said  grantors  and  cannot  be  invoked  in 
favor  of  plaintiff  to  compel  the  perpetual  maintenance  of  the  canal 
by  defendants. 

APPRA.L  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Jackson 
county:  W.  F.  Bailey,  Circuit  Judge.  Affirmed  in  part;  re- 
versed in  part. 
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The  following  statement  of  the  facts  was  prepared  by  Mr. 
Justice  Newmak  in  connection  with  the  opinion  filed  by  him 
on  September  28, 1898: 

This  is  an  action  in  equity  to  restrain  the  defendants  from 
diverting  the  course  of  a  ditch  or  alleged  watercourse  from 
the  plaintiff's  lands,  and  to  enforce  the  performance  by  the 
defendants  of  an  alleged  contract  to  maintain  the  ditch  in 
its  present  location  on  plaintiff's  land,  for  the  benefit  of 
plaintiff's  cranberry  marsh. 

The  parties  are  all  owners  of  land  on  a  large  marsh,  many 
miles  in  extent  and  covering  the  greater  part  of  a  govern- 
ment township  of  land.  The  marsh  is  generally  nearly  level, 
but  dips  to  the  east  and  to  the  south,  but  more  to  the  east 
than  to  the  south.  The  land  is  adapted  to  the  culture  of 
cranberries,  and  is  valuable  for  that  purpose,  but  is  of  little 
worth  for  any  other  purpose.  The  surface  of  the  marsh  is 
principally  covered  by  a  growth  of  moss,  several  inches  in 
depth,  with  some  grass  and  other  vegetation,  above  a  layer 
of  peat  of  considerable  but  varying  thickness,  and  all  resting 
on  a  substratum  of  sand.  The  marsh  is,  in  considerable  part, 
made  and  fed  by  springs  which  arise  towards  the  northeastern 
part  of  the  township,  and  flow  in  channels  into  and  form  a 
small  lake  of  some  forty  acres  in  area,  called  "  Big  Lake." 
The  waters  of  the  lake  flow  out,  through  depressions  in  its 
low  banks,  to  the  east  and  to  the  south.  One  such  depres- 
sion to  the  southeast  bears  some  resemblance  to  a  natural 
channel  of  a  watercourse,  for  a  short  distance  from  the  lake, 
whore  the  apparent  banks  subside  into  and  are  lost  in  the 
general  surface  of  the  marsh.  The  plaintiff's  lands  lie  to  the 
southeast  of  the  lake,  a  distance  of  something  over  two  miles. 
This  depression,  or  natural  channel  from  the  lake,  is  lost  and 
disappears  about  two  miles  above  plaintiff's  land.  The  wat- 
ers disappear  from  sight  beneath  the  moss  and  vegetation,  if 
not  beneath  the  surface  of  the  marsh,  to  reappear  at  a  dis- 
tance of  a  mile  or  more  below  the  plaintiff's  land,  where  they 
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are  gathered  together  and  form  a  distinct  watercourse,  which 
is  known  as  the  "  West  Branch  of  Beaver  Creek."  In  this 
distance  of  three  miles  or  more  intervening  the  points  where 
the  supposed  channel  from  Big  Lake  disappears  and  the  point 
where  the  "  West  Branch  "  becomes  a  definite  stream,  there 
is  nothing  which  resembles  the  "  well-defined  and  substantial 
existence  "  of  a  watercourse.  There  is  no  channel,  with  bed 
and  banks.  At  most  seasons  of  the  year,  there  is  no  appear- 
ance of  water  above  the  vegetation.  At  times  of  melting 
snow  and  great  rains,  water  spreads  over  a  great  part  of  the 
marsh  for  several  miles  in  breadth,  not  only  over  the  plaint- 
iff's land,  but  over  the  lands  of  adjoining  proprietors,  to  the 
north  and  to  the  south  of  him.  This  water  does  not  flow 
from  or  across  the  marsh  in  any  defined  current  or  channel, 
but  stands  in  depressions  until  it  disappears  by  evaporation 
or  percolation.  In  such  places  the  vegetation  is  killed,  but 
the  surface  of  the  marsh  is  not  broken  by  a  water  channel, 
nor  do  these  places  have,  in  any  respect,  the  appearance  of 
the  continuous  channel  of  a  watercourse.  They  are  widely 
dispersed  over  the  surface  of  the  marsh,  and  not  in  such  re- 
lation to  each  other  as  to  indicate  a  continuous  channel  across 
the  marsh.  They  were  designated  by  some  of  the  surveyors 
as  "  pot  holes."  Some  of  these  "pot  holes"  were  upon  the 
plaintiff's  land,  some  were  to  the  north  of  it,  some  were  to 
the  south  of  it.  There  were  no  more  distinct  evidences  of 
the  existence  of  a  watercourse  across  the  plaintiff's  land 
than  upon  the  lands  of  adjoining  proprietors  to  the  north  or 
to  the  south,  while  the  general  dip  of  the  marsh  would  seem 
to  indicate  that  the  larger  part  of  the  water  would,  in  nat- 
ural conditions,  pass  to  the  north. 

In  the  years  1880  and  1881,  Messrs.  D.  A.  and  C.  A,  Good- 
year dug  a  ditch  through  a  part  of  this  marsh,  above  the 
plaintiff's  lands,  extending  to  Big  Lake.  The  primary  object 
of  this  ditch  was  to  enable  the  Goodyears  to  float  pine  saw- 
logs  to  their  sawmill,  which  was  situated  near  the  southeast- 
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em  part  of  the  marsh.  In  1883,  the  legislature,  by  chapter 
271  of  that  year,  sanctioned  the  digging  of  the  ditch,  and 
gave  a  franchise  to  maintain  it  for  a  period  of  ten  years. 
The  ditch  was  of  sufficient  magnitude  to  successfully  float 
logs  to  the  mill.  In  its  course  the  ditch  ran  through  a  comer 
of  land  belonging  to  the  plaintiff.  In  times  of  freshet  it 
gathered  more  water  than  would  be  contained  by  its  banks. 
It  would  then  overflow,  to  the  damage  of  adjoining  owners 
of  the  marsh.  It  became  convenient  to  the  Goodyears  to 
accommodate  this  overflow  by  a  lateral  ditch  across  the  land 
of  the  plaintiff.  In  October,  1885,  they  made  an  oral  agree- 
ment with  the  plaintiff,  whereby  they  agreed  to  permit  the 
plaintiff  to  take  water  for  his  cranberry  culture  from  the 
principal  ditch,  in  consideration  of  his  permission  to  dig  the 
lateral  ditch  upon  his  land.  This  agreement  was  not  re- 
duced to  writing  until  February  21, 1891,  when  the  Good- 
years  gave  the  plaintiff  a  statement,  in  writing,  that  such  an 
agreement  had  been  made,  and  the  substance  of  its  provis- 
ions. The  plaintiff's  privilege  and  the  consideration  are  stated 
as  follows:  ^^BuaaeU  Case  was  to  be  permitted  to  have  the 
privilege  of  using  such  amount  of  water  from  the  said  log- 
ging ditch  as  might  be  necessary  for  his  use  upon  his  said 
premises  in  the  cultivating  and  raising  of  cranberries,  when- 
ever the  same  might  be  needed  for  such  purpose.  The  con- 
sideration for  the  said  privilege  of  using  such  water  was  the 
permission  granted  by  said  BusselZ  Case  to  said  D.  A.  and 
0.  A.  Goodyear,  to  enter  upon  his  said  land,  and  to  construct 
a  ditch  through  and  over  the  same ;  the  said  ditch  to  be  used 
a^  an  outlet  in  times  of  high  water,  for  the  safety  of  certain 
dams,  .  .  .  and  to  prevent  overflow  on  the  adjacent 
cranberry  marshes." 

The  Goodyears  constructed  the  contemplated  ditch,  and 
the  plaintiff  used  water  from  the  logging  ditch  until  near 
the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  action.  The  Good- 
years  used  the  ditch  for  the  floating  of  logs  to  their  mill 
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until  the  supply  of  logs  was  exhausted,  in  1888.  In  October, 
1889,  they  sold  the  ditch  to  the  defendant  Hoffmcun^  who 
bought  it  with  the  design  to  use  it  to  supply  water  for  the 
irrigation  of  cranberry  lands  on  the  marsh  belonging  to  him 
and  the  other  defendants.  The  other  defendants  had  some 
interest  in  the  purchase  of  the  ditch.  Hoffman  agreed  with 
the  Goodyears  to  keep  the  ditch  in  repair,  to  furnish  water 
to  irrigate  Goodyears'  cranberry  lands,  and  to  save  and  keep 
the  Goodyears  "  free  and  harmless  from  all  cost,  liability,  or 
damage  on  account  of  said  ditch,  or  the  construction,  main- 
tenance, and  repair  thereof,  or  for  any  want  of  repair  thereof." 
There  was  a  succession  of  dry  seasons,  which  made  a  sup- 
ply of  water  for  the  irrigation  of  cranberry  lands  in  that 
neighborhood  very  desirable.  The  defendants  deemed  it  to 
be  to  the  advantage  of  their  cranberry  interests  on  the  marsh 
to  change  the  course  of  the  ditch  where  it  crossed  the  plaint- 
iff's land.  There  was  some  claim  that  he  took  more  water 
from  the  ditch  than  he  was  entitled  to.  In  1891  they  com- 
menced the  digging  of  a  new  ditch  across  the  lands  of  the 
defendant  Stickn^^  above  the  plaintiff's  land,  with  the  in- 
tention to  divert  the  ditch  entirely  from  the  plaintiff's  land. 
This  action  was  then  brought  to  restrain  the  defendants 
from  making  the  proposed  change  in  the  course  and  loca- 
tion of  the  ditch,  and  to  compel  the  defendants  to  maintain 
and  keep  it  in  repair  in  its  old  location,  so  as  to  furnish  the 
plaintiff  with  so  much  water  as  should  be  needed  for  the  use 
of  his  cranberry  marsh. 

The  trial  court  gave  judgment,  whereby  it  permanently 
enjoined  the  defendants  from  changing  the  course  and  lo- 
cation of  the  ditch,  and  directed  them  to  maintain  apd  keep 
the  ditch  in  repair,  so  that  the  plaintiff  could  perpetually 
draw  therefrom  a  supply  of  water  for  his  cranberry  land. 
From  this  judgment  the  defendants  appeal. 

For  the  appellants  there  were  briefs  by  Bvshnell^  Rogers  <& 
Hall  J  and  oral  argument  by  J..  jB.  BxishnM  and  F,  W.  HaU* 
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For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  La  FoUette^ 
Harper^  Roe  &  Zim/mermcm^  and  oral  argument  by  R,  M. 
La  FoUette  and  G.  E,  Roe,  They  argued,  among  other 
things,  that  the  facts  disclosed  in  the  record  establish  a  nat- 
ural watercourse.  Hinlde  v.  Avery ^  88  Iowa,  47 ;  Rummell 
V,  Lam^j  100  Mich.  424;  Lux  v.  Saggin^  69  Cal.  255;  Bunt- 
ing  V.  UioJcs^  Y  Eeports,  293;  4  Lead.  Cas.  Am,  Law  of  Keal 
Prop.  309  and  notes.  Even  if  the  water  in  question  does 
not  technically  constitute  a  watercourse,  the  plaintiff  could 
still  enjoin  the  defendants  from  diverting  the  same  from 
his  land.  Courts  have  refused  to  apply  the  rule  applicable 
to  surface  water  where  the  water  was  a  benefit  and  not  an 
injury.  Ahbott  v,  K.  (7.,  St  J.  <&  G.  B.  R.  Go,  83  Mo.  272; 
O^Brien  v,  St  Pavl^  25  Minn.  335 ;  Ghesley  v,  Kin<j^  74  Me. 
174;  Washb.  Easements,  49;  Swett  v.  GuUs,  50  N.  II.  439; 
McGlure  v.  Red  Wing,  28  Minn.  186;  Pettigrew  v.  FvansviUe, 
25  Wis.  229 ;  Boyt  v.  Budsoriy  27  id.  659.  The  Goodyear 
contract  was  one  that  a  court  of  equity  will  enforce.  Morse 
V,  Gopelandj  2  Gray,  302;  Van  O/den  v.  Ywri  OJden,  56  111. 
529;  Rerickv.  Kern,  14  Serg.  &  R.  267;  Goffman  v,  Rolhins, 
8  Oreg.  278;  Veghte  v.  Ra/ritan  W.  P.  Go.  19  N".  J.  Eq.  142; 
Olmstead  v.  Abbott,  61  Vt.  281 ;  Newocymh  v.  Royce^  42  Neb. 
323 ;  Bunting  v,  Hicks^  7  Eeports,  293. 

The  following  opinions  were  filed  September  28, 1898 : 

N EWMAK,  J.  The  main  inquiry  on  this  appeal  is  whether 
the  evidence  establishes  the  existence  of  an  ancient  water- 
course across  the  plaintiff's  land,  which  was  diverted  into  the 
l^ggj'^  ditch  which  was  dug  by  the  Goodyears,  or  whether 
the  water  which  was  gathered  into  and  conducted  by  that 
ditch  was  mere  surface  and  percolating  water;  for,  although 
the  plaintiff  does  not  now  complain  of  the  digging  of  the 
ditch,  but,  on  the  contrary,  finds  it  to  be  to  his  advantage 
and  desires  it  to  be  maintained  and  kept  in  repair  in  its  pres- 
ent location  upon  his  land,  still  the  question  whether  the 
Vol.  100—21 
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ditch  diverted  an  ancient  watercourse,  or  is  a  mere  conduit 
of  surface  water,  has  an  important  bearing,  and  may  be  con- 
trolling, upon  the  question  of  the  right  of  the  defendants  to 
change  the  course  and  location  of  the  ditch  so  as  that  it 
shall  not  cross  the  plaintiff's  land.  If  it  was,  in  truth,  an 
ancient  watercourse,  it  is  the  right  of  the  plaintiff  that  it  be 
allowed  to  flow  through  his  land  as  it  was  accustomed  afore- 
time to  flow,  or,  at  least,  in  the  substituted  channel  which 
the  defendants  have  provided  for  it.  While,  on  'the  other 
hand,  if  it  be  mere  surface  water  which  is  gathered  into  and 
conducted  by  the  ditch,  its  diversion  from  his  land  is  not 
such  a  wrong  as  affords  him  ground  for  an  action.  If  he  is 
damaged  by  it,  it  is  damnum  ahaque  injuria.  So,  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  was  an  ancient  watercourse  which  was  di- 
verted by  the  Goodyear  ditch  is  the  question  upon  which 
the  case  turns,  and  it  is  a  question  of  no  inconsiderable  prac- 
tical importance  to  the  parties  to  the  present  action,  not 
only,  but  to  all  that  portion  of  the  public  which  is  interested 
in  the  culture  of  cranberries. 

Cranberry  marshes  are  improved  in  various  ways,— if  too 
wet,  by  the  drainage  of  the  surface  and  percolating  water; 
if  too  dry,  by  the  storage  of  the  surface  and  percolating 
Avater  by  means  of  dams,  to  be  used,  at  the  proper  time,  in 
irrigation,  or  to  protect  the  crop  from  untimely  frosts  by 
inundation.  If  it  shall  be  deemed  that  a  marsh,  through 
which  a  considerable  volume  of  water  is  strained  by  percola- 
tion, and  on  the  surface  of  which  surface  water  at  times 
stands  or  flows,  is,  in  its  entire  breadth,  a  natural  water- 
course and  subject  to  the  rules  of  use  and  diversion  appli- 
cable to  watercourses,  the  decision  will  have  an  important 
effect  on  the  improvement  of  cranberry  marshes.  It  will 
greatly  restrict  the  mode  and  possibility  of  such  improve- 
ment. This  marsh  is  not,  practically,  unlike  cranberry 
marshes  in  general.  Such  marshes  are  usually  formed  and 
fed  by  springs  which  flow  in  along  tlie  margin,  or  from 
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higher  ground,  as  rills  or  small  watercourses.  The  water  is 
strained,  by  percolation,  through  the  marsh,  supplying  moist- 
ure as  it  passes,  and,  at  the  lower  end,  assembles,  to  consti- 
tute again  a  watercourse.  The  practical  question  seems  to 
be,  Is  this  water,  in  its  entire  course  through  the  marsh,  to 
be  deemed  to  be  within  the  channel  of  an  ancient  water- 
course, and  is  the  entire  marsh  to  be  deemed  to  be  "svithin 
the  banks  of  that  channel? 

"What  is  essential  to  constitute  a  watercourse  is  well  settled 
and  defined  by  the  decisions  of  this  court:  "  It  must  be  a 
stream  usually  flowing  in  a  particular  direction,  though  it 
need  not  flow  continually.  It  may  sometimes  be  dry.  It 
must  flow  in  a  definite  channel,  having  a  bed,  with  sides  or 
banks,  and  usually  discharge  itself  into  some  other  stream  or 
body  of  water.  It  must  be  something  more  than  a  mere  sur- 
face drainage  over  a  tract  of  land,  occasioned  by  unusual 
freshets  or  other  extraordinary  causes."  Iloyt  v.  Hudson, 
27  Wis.  656;  Fryer  v.  Wame,  29  Wis.  511;  Eulrich  v.  Eich- 
ter,  37  Wis.  226 ;  Lessard  v.  Strom,  62  Wis.  112.  The  bed  is 
the  characteristic  which  distinguishes  a  watercourse  from 
mere  surface  drainage,  and  from  percolating  water.  Gould, 
Waters,  §  41.  "  In  general,  in  order  to  constitute  a  water- 
course, the  channel  and  banks  formed  by  the  flowing  water 
must  present  to  the  eye,  on  a  casual  glance,  the  unmistak- 
able evidences  of  the  frequent  action  of  running  water." 
Id.  §  264.  "  It  must  have  a  well-defined  and  substantial  ex- 
istence."   Eulrich  V,  liichterj  supra. 

Nothing  which  is  said  in  the  opinion  on  the  former  appeal 
in  this  case  (84  Wis.  438)  is  necessarily  out  of  harmony  with 
this  definition  of  a  watercourse.  The  question  there  decided 
arose  on  a  demurrer  to  the  complaint.  It  was  whether  the 
complaint  stated  facts  which  showed  the  existence  of  an 
ancient  watercourse  across  the  plaintiff's  land.  The  com- 
plaint did  not,  in  terms,  allege  the  existence  of  such  a  water- 
course, but  stated  facts  from  which  it  was  claimed  the  court 
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should  infer  its  existence.  The  only  question  presented  by 
that  appeal  was  whether  the  court  could  infer  the  existence 
of  such  watercourse  from  the  facts  pleaded.  On  this  point, 
after  quoting  from  the  complaint,  the  court  say  (page  450): 
"Would  it  not  be  idle  and  hypercritical  to  say:  'But  this 
description  does  not  use  the  words  "  bed  and  banks  "  and 
"  current,"  — the  language  of  the  books  in  describing  a  water- 
course '  ?  These  waters  in  such  volume  could  not  flow  con- 
tinuously, always  in  a  distinct  and  plainly  marked  channel^ 
well  defined  and  established^  without  making  for  themselves 
a  bed  and  banks  or  sides  to  the  stre<am  in  the  places  men- 
tioned, one  of  which  is  on  the  land  of  the  plaintiff.  It  is  a 
most  reasonable,  necessary,  and  inevitable  consequence  by 
the  laws  of  nature.  Such  a  body  of  water,  gathered  into 
a  stream  and  flowing  in  one  channel  continuously,  could  not 
help  from  cutting  for  itself  in  suitable  soil  or  high  ground 
a  watercourse,  with  banks,  bed,  and  current,  any  more  than 
it  could  help  from  running  down  an  inclined  plane."  The 
ground  upon  which  the  decision  went  is  evident  from  this 
language.  It  is  that  the  complaint  does,  in  effect,  allege 
that  a  considerable  stream  of  water  had  been  accustomed  to 
flow  conti?iuotcsly,  always  in  a  distinct  and  plainly  marked 
channel^  well  defined  amd  estahlished^  across  the  plaintiff's 
land,  and  that  such  continuous  flawing  in  one  channel  had 
vnevitahly  made  a  channel,  with  bed  and  banks;  hence  that 
the  complaint  by  irresistible  inference  alleged  facts  which 
would  establish  the  existence  of  a  watercourse.  The  law  of 
this  case,  as  established  by  that  decision,  is  that  upon  proof 
of  the  facts  deemed  to  be  alleged,  the  plaintiff  will  be  en- 
titled to  judgment. 

It  is  not  here  questioned  that  such  a  volume  of  water, 
flawing  contiAfhuously  across  the  plaintiff's  land,  in  a  distinct 
and  plainly  marked  channel^  well  defined  and  estahlishedj 
would  constitute  a  watercourse.  The  question  now  pre- 
sented is  whether  the  evidence  given  on  the  trial  did  estab- 
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lish  the  existence  of  such  a  stream,  flowing  continuously  or 
usually  across  the  plaintiff's  land,  in  a  distinct  and  well- 
defined  channel.  There  is  no  conflict  or  uncertainty  in  the 
evidence  bearing  upon  this  question,  nor  are  the  facts  as 
found  by  the  trial  court  difficult  to  reconcile  with  the  evi- 
dence. The  court  finds  that  the  water  from  Big  Lake  was 
discharged  by  a  channel  or  outlet  to  the  southeast,  and 
thence,  "  though  not  by  a  continuous  surface  channel,  but 
Avith  a  definite  and  clearly  mjArked  JloWy  in  a  southeasterly 
direction,"  across  the  intervening  lands,  into  Beaver  Creek ; 
"  that  though,  under  natural  conditions,  the  water  spreads 
out  in  places  and  flows  over  and  through  the  peat  and  moss, 
.  .  .  it  in  many  places  made  for  itself  channels,  with  bed 
and  banks,  some  of  which  channels  still  exist"  The  evi- 
dence shows  that  this  condition  of  the  marsh  was  more  than 
three  miles  long,  and  more  than  two  miles  wide.  Some  of 
these  supposed  channels  were  upon  the  plaintiff's  land,  some 
were  upon  the  lands  to  the  north,  and  some  to  the  south,  of 
plaintiff's  land.  They  were  not  continuous  in  any  particu- 
lar direction,  as  being  parts  of  the  same  continuous  channel. 
The  evidence  shows  with  satisfactory  clearness  that  these 
supposed  channels  were  in  truth  no  channels  at  all.  They 
were  mere  depressions  in  the  surface  of  the  marsh,  into 
which  surface  water  gathered  and  stood  until  it  evaporated 
or  found  way  through  the  soil  by  percolation.  The  moss 
and  vegetation  were  killed  by  the  standing  water,  but  there 
was  no  evidence  of  erosion  by  running  water.  These  pseudo 
and  discontinuous  channels  were  widely  dispersed  over  the 
marsh,  and  bore  no  such  relation  to  each  other  as  to  indi- 
cate that  they  had  constituted  together  one  continuous 
channel  of  a  watercourse  across  the  marsh.  Nor  are  they 
more  numerous  on  the  plaintiff's  land  than  they  are  upon 
the  lands  to  the  north  and  to  the  south  of  his.  If  these  are 
to  be  deemed  channels  of  streams,  then  this  marsh  is  the 
seat  of  many  watercourses,  and  it  would  be  difficult  to  iden- 
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tify  and  locate  one  as  the  plaintiff's  watercourse.  It  is  in- 
oonceivable  that,  if  even  a  considerable  part  of  the  water 
which  was  gathered  into  the  logging  ditch  had  been  accus- 
tomed to  flow  continuously  or  usually  across  the  plaintiff's 
land  in  a  definite  channel,  it  should  not  have  made  for  itself, 
through  that  soft  and  easily  eroded  soil,  a  distinct  and 
plainly  marked  channel,  such  as  would  present  to  the  eye, 
upon  a  casual  glance,  the  appearance  of  a  continuous  water- 
course. One  would  suppose  that  it  would  at  least  have 
killed  the  vegetation  in  the  line  of  its  flow.  As  said  by  the 
court  in  the  former  opinion,  the  making  of  a  distiTu^  and 
plainly  marTced  channel  for  itself  was  an  inevitable  conse- 
quence of  such  a  flow  of  such  a  volume  of  water  across  the 
plaintiff's  land.  The  inference  is  irresistible  that  there  has 
been  no  such  accustomed  and  continuous  flow  of  any  appre- 
ciable current  of  water,  either  across  the  plaintiff's  land  or 
across  any  part  of  the  marsh. ,  In  ordinary  conditions,  there 
is  no  appearance  of  running  water  upon  the  surface  of  the 
marsh,  yet  in  many  places  the  foot  sinks  into  water  beneath 
the  vegetation;  but  it  is  not  running  water  and  has  no  ap- 
preciable current. 

Clearly,  this  falls  far  short  of  establishing  such  a  "well- 
defined  and  substantial  existence  "  as  is  essential  to  consti- 
tute a  surface  watercourse.  If  so,  which  one  of  all  these 
pseudo  and  discontinuous  channels  is  the  true,  definite,  and 
manifest  watercourse  ?  Nor  is  there  evidence  of  the  exist- 
ence of  such  a  subsurface  stream  as  is  recognized  to  be  a 
watercourse.  To  be  such,  a  subsurface  stream  must  folloAV 
a  definite  and  hrwwn  channel.  Subsurface  currents  or  per- 
colations which  do  not  follow  definite  and  known  channels 
are  not  governed  by  the  rules  respecting  the  use  and  diver- 
sion of  watercourses,  but,  although  of  considerable  volume, 
are  treated  in  law  the  same  as  surface  water.  The  water  is 
deemed  to  be  a  part  of  the  soil  itself,  and,  to  the  same  ex- 
tent, subject  to  whatever  disposition  the  owner  of  the  land 
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may  chooae  to  make;  and,  if  some  damage  happens  to  an 
adjacent  proprietor  by  the  interception  of  some  snbterranean 
current,  that  is  damnum  al>8que  injuria.  This  is  established 
by  the  great  weight  of  authority.  Goadale  v.  T-uttle,  29  N.  T. 
459-46C;  Ddkiv.  Toumam,45  N.  T.  362;  Phelps  v.Nowlm^ 
72  N.  T.  39;  BarUm/v.  WHoox,  8G  N.  Y.  140-147;  BUodgood 
V.  Ay-^rs,  108  K  Y.  400;  Oreenleafv.  Francis,  18  Pick.  117; 
Davis  V.  Spaulding,  157  Mass.  431 ;  Bassett  v.  Salisbury  Mfg. 
Co.  43  N.  H.  569;  Sw^  v.  OuUa,  50  N.  H.  439;  Ckatjiddv. 
WiUon,  28  Vt.  49;  Boath  v.  DriacolX,  20  Conn.  533;  Prober 
V.  Brown,  12  Ohio  St.  294;  Eanson  v.  McOue,  42  Cal.  303; 
SouOiem  P.  R.  Go.  v.  Dufour,  95  Cal.  615;  Gould  v.  Eaton, 
111  Cal.  639;  Wheatlei/  v.  Bough,  25  Ta.  St.  528;  Haldeman 
V.  Bruckhart,  45  Pa.  St  514;  Coleman  v.  Chadwick,  80  Pa.  St. 
81 ;  Mosier  v.  Caldwell,  7  Nev.  363 ;  Taylor  v.  Welch,  6  Oreg. 
198;  Cheeley  v.  King,  74  Me.  164;  Ocean  Grove  Camp-Meet- 
ing Aaso.  V.  CormiCrs  of  Aahury  Park,  40  N".  J,  Eq.  447;  Acton 
V.  BlundeU,  12 Mees.  &  W.  324;  Bawstron  v.  Taylor,  11  Exch. 
369 ;  Chaaemore  -o.  Richards,  1  H.  L.  Cas.  349. 

There  is  one  passage  in  the  former  opinion  which  may 
seem  on  first  view  to  be  at  variance  with  this  statement  of 
the  rule  of  percolating  waters,  as  applicable  to  this  case; 
but  it  is  believed  that,  on  analysis,  it  will  appear  that  there 
is  no  necessary  conflict.  The  passage  immediately  follows 
the  portion  above  quoted.  It  is:  "Admit  that  the  complaint 
shows  that  this  stream  spreads  over  wide  reaches  of  marsh 
and  swamp  lands,  and  percolates  the  soil  in  many  and  most 
places  between  Big  Lake  an<l  Beaver  Creek,  or  in  all  places 
except  those  mentioned,  where  the  ground  was  suitable  for 
cutting  a  well-defined  channel,  as  above  described;  accord- 
ing to  the  above  authorities,  such  spreading  of  a  stream 
through  marshes  and  swamps,  on  or  below  the  surface,  does 
not  militate  a^inst  its  being  a  watercourse  in  every  essen- 
tial particular,  if  it  can  be  traced  or  identified  as  the  same 
stream,"    This  is  plainly  ambiguous.    What  is  intended  by 
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the  phrase  "  can  be  traced  or  identified  as  the  same  stream"  ? 
Did  the  court  intend  to  decide  that,  if  the  water  which 
passed  through  the  marsh  in  invisible  and  unknown  chan- 
nels could  be  traced  or  identified  as  the  same  water  which 
flows  through  Big  Lake,  then  it  can  be  deemed  a  watercourse 
throughout  that  long  and  wide  interval  where  the  stream 
is  lost  to  vision,  and  subject  to  the  rules  applicable  to  sur- 
face watercourses?  Or  did  it  mean  that,  if  the  water  which 
forms  and  flows  through  the  west  branch  of  Beaver  Creek 
can  be  traced  or  identified  as  the  same  water  which  flows 
through  Big  Lake,  it  should  be  deemed  to  be  the  same  stream, 
with  the  consequences  which  flow  from  such  identity.  If 
the  former  was  intended,  it  is  absurd ;  if  the  latter,  it  is  in- 
consequential. The  authorities  referred  to  by  the  court  as 
"  the  above  authorities "  seem  to  make  it  reasonably  clear 
that  the  court  intended  the  latter  proposition.  The  author- 
ities cited  are  Gould,  Waters,  §  264  (evidently  a  miscitation 
for  section  263) ;  Munkres  v.  K.  (7.,  St.  J,  &  G.B.  R.  Co.  72 
Mo.  514;  Hebron  Grcwel  Road  Co,  v.  JETarvey,  90  Ind.  192; 
Robinson  v.  Shanks,  118  Ind.  126.  The  passage  cited  from 
Gould  on  Waters  is:  "  But  if  a  well-defined  natural  stream 
empties  into  a  swamp  or  lake,  where  all  definite  channel  is 
lost,  and  emerges  again  into  a  well-defined  channel  below, 
it  is  a  question  of  fact,  dependent  upon  the  extent  of  the 
swamp  or  lake,  whether  it  is  the  same  stream ;  and  if  it  is, 
the  owners  of  land  upon  the  lower  stream  have  riparian 
rights,  and  the  owner  of  land  on  the  stream  above  the  swamp 
or  lake  is  not  entitled  to  divert  water  therefrom  to  their  in- 
jury." The  cases  cited  are  not  in  point.  No  one  of  them 
is  a  case  of  a  stream  lost  in  a  swamp.  The  rule  stated  is 
not,  by  its  terms,  of  universal  application.  Whether  it  is  to 
be  applied  in  a  particular  case  depends,  it  seems,  upon  the 
extent  of  the  particular  swamp.  It  seems  to  be  implied  that 
it  is  inapplicable  in  the  case  of  a  swamp  which  is  of  large 
extent.    It  seems  that  a  swamp  which  is  several  miles  in 
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length,  and  of  equal  breadth,  would  properly  be  classified 
as  a  large  swamp.  So,  it  would  seem  that  the  rule  is  not 
properly  applicable  to  the  marsh  exhibited  in  the  proofs,  but, 
if  it  be  deemed  applicable,  it  brings  us  no  nearer  to  a  solu- 
tion of  the  question  in  controversy ;  for  it  is  entirely  irrele- 
vant to  that  controversy  if  the  stream  which  issues  from  the 
marsh  below  is  the  same  stream  which  enters  it  from  Big 
Lake,  for  neither  is  the  plaintiflP  a  riparian  owner  on  the 
lower  stream,  nor  does  the  defendants'  ditch  divert  water 
from  the  lower  stream.  It  simply  leads  the  water  which  it 
collects  to  the  defendants'  cranberry  lands  or  other  parts  of 
the  marsh,  where,  after  use,  it  is  left  to  find  its  way  through 
the  marsh,  to  contribute  to  the  lower  stream. 

The  court  was  considering  a  complaint  which  it  deemed 
to  allege,  by  necessary  inference,  a  stream  of  water  con- 
tinuously flowing  across  the  marsh,  in  a  definite  and  plainly 
marked  channel,  except  in  certain  places  where  the  soil  was 
unfavorable  to  the  cutting  of  a  channel,  which  could  be  traced 
and  identified  with  both  the  upper  and  the  lower  stream. 
It  was  not  considering  the  actual  stream  as  it  appears  in  the 
proofs,  so  utterly  lost  in  the  marsh  as  not  to  have  left  a 
vestige  of  a  true  channel  to  mark  the  line  of  its  onward 
course.  No  such  case  was  presented  by  the  complaint,  no 
such  case  was  decided.  It  would  be  unwarranted  to  assume 
that,  in  that  situation,  the  court  had  decided  that  the  lost 
streajn  was  a  watercourse  throughout  the  interval  in  which 
it  remained  lost  to  sight,  between  the  points  of  its  disappear- 
ance in  the  marsh  and  its  reappearance  as  the  west  l)ranch 
of  Beaver  Creek.  A  decision  of  the  question  was  uncalled 
for  by  the  pleadings.  Such  a  decision  would  be  absurd  in 
law,  and  disastrous  in  its  consequences.  It  would  be,  in  ef- 
fect, to  hold  that  the  entire  marsh,  in  its  whole  area,  is  tlie 
single  bed  of  a  watercourse;  for  it  cannot  be  known  how 
widely  through  the  marsh  the  percolating  water  is  dispersed, 
and  no  true  channel  can  be  definitely  located.    Every  part 
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of  the  marsh  is  the  channel,  as  much  as  any  part.  This  is 
an  absurd  result.  The  eflPect  of  such  a  decision  would  be 
disastrous,  for  it  would  greatly  embarrass  and  limit  the  pos- 
sibility of  the  improvement  of  such  lands.  Diligent  search 
has  failed  to  discover  even  one  case  which  gives  support  to 
that  proposition. 

So,  it  is  considered  that  the  court  did  not  intend,  in  that 
<lecision,  to  announce  any  doctrine  which  is  not  in  harmony 
with  the  view  which  the  court  now  takes  on  the  proofs  of 
the  actual  situation.  The  opinion  is  not,  at  least  necessarily, 
out  of  harmony  with  the  present  decision.  How  the  court 
would  have  decided  the  question  if  it  had  been  presented  as 
in  the  proofs  taken  on  the  trial  can  be  properly  inferred  only 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  law  itself.  Even  if,  by  dubious 
inference  or  specious  argument,  it  could  be  made  to  seem 
plausible  that  the  court  intended  to  embrace  such  a  prop- 
osition within  the  scope  of  its  decision,  its  judgment  would 
not  be,  to  that  extent,  res  judicata,  A  judgment  makes  only 
that  which  was  in  isavs  and  decided  rea  judicata.  The  rea- 
sons given  by  the  judges,  whether  few  or  many,  are  not  res 
judicata.  Nor  is  the  effect  of  the  judgment  as  an  estoppel 
either  restrained  or  enlarged  by  the  reasons  given,  nor  can 
its  effect  as  res  judicata  extend  to  any  matter  only  incident- 
ally cognizable,  or  whicn  is  to  be  inferred  by  argument 
from  the  judgment.  Freeman,  Judgments  (4th  ed.),  §§  249- 
258;  Williams  v.  WiUiwnSy  63  Wis.  58-71;  Braim  v.  Wis. 
Bendering  Co.  92  Wis.  245.  Whatever  may  have  been  in- 
tended by  that  passage,  it  clearly  is  not  here  binding  on  the 
court  as  res  judicata.  So,  it  is  considered  that  the  defend- 
ants might  lawfully  dig  and  maintain  their  ditch  on  their 
own  land,  and  are  not  liable  to  the  plaintiff,  even  if  the 
ditch  does  collect  and  divert  from  his  land  surface  and  sub- 
surface water  which  would  have  come  there,  whether  by 
surface  drainage  or  by  percolation  through  the  soil,  but  for 
the  ditch.    If  such  diversion  caused  him  damage,  it  gives 
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him  no  ground  of  action.    It  is  not  caused  by  an  unlawful 
act.     It  is  damnv/m  absque  injwria,. 

But,  as  before  stated,  the  right  to  construct  and  maintain 
the  ditch  is  not  the  essential  point  in  controversy  in  the  ac- 
tion. It  was,  nevertheless,  needful  to  be  determined,  because 
upon  it  the  point  directly  in  controversy  seems  necessarily, 
in  great  measure,  to  turn.  The  plaintiff  is  willing  and  de- 
sires the  ditch  to  be  maintained,  as  at  present  located,  across 
his  land.  It  is  to  his  advantage  that  it  be  so  maintained. 
It  brings  to  his  land  a  supply  of  water,  which  is  useful  in 
the  prosecution  of  his  cranberry  industry,  and  at  the  cost 
of  the  defendants.  The  defendants  propose  to  remove  the 
ditch  from  plaintiff's  land,  by  changing  its  course  so  that  it 
shall  not  cross  his  land  but  shall  cross  the  land  of  the  de- 
fendant Stickney^  above  the  plaintiff's  line.  This  is  partly 
to  be  relieved  of  the  burden  of  furnishing  water  to  the  plaint- 
iff's cranberry  marsh,  and  partly  to  better  serve  their  own 
interests.  The  action  is  to  prevent  the  proposed  change  in 
the  course  of  the  ditch,  and  to  require  the  defendants  to 
maintain  and  keep  it  in  repair,  in  its  present  location,  for 
plaintiff's  benefit.  The  trial  court  held  and  adjudged  that 
the  ditch  diverted  a  watercourse,  and  had  become  a  legal 
watercourse  in  its  present  location,  and  could  not  lawfully 
be  diverted  to  another  course,  away  from  the  plaintiff's  land, 
without  the  plaintiff's  consent,  and  that  the  plaintiff  was 
entitled  to  have  it  maintained  and  kept  in  repair  forever,  so 
that  the  plaintiff  may  perpetually  receive  therefrom  water 
to  irrigate  his  cranberry  marsh;  and  the  defendants  are 
forbidden  to  change  the  course  of  the  ditch,  or  to  divert  its 
current  from  the  plaintiff's  land,  and  are  enjoined  to  keep 
the  ditch  in  repair,  so  that  the  plaintiff  may  receive  his 
needed  supply  of  water  from  it  perpetually.  This  right  is 
claimed  for  the  plaintiff  on  two  principal  grounds.  (1)  That 
by  the  diversion  of  an  ancient  watercourse  the  defendants 
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have  established  a  legal  watercourse  in  the  present  location 
of  the  ditch,  which  they  may  not  divert  to  the  plaintiff's  in- 
jury;  and  (2)  that  by  the  Goodyear  contract  and  the  assump- 
tion of  the  performance  of  its  stipulations  by  the  defendants, 
the  defendants  are  under  contract  obligation  to  the  plaint- 
iff to  maintain  the  ditch  and  keep  \t  in  repair  in  its  present 
location  forever,  for  the  benefit  of  his  cranberry  industry. 

To  determine  the  first  ground  on  which  this  claim  is 
founded,  it  became  necessary  to  ascertain  and  determine 
whether  it  was,  in  truth  and  in  law,  an  ancient  watercourse 
which  had  been  diverted  into  the  ditch,  and  whether  it  con- 
tinued to  be  a  legal  watercourse  in  its  new  course  and  loca- 
tion, or  whether  it  was  the  mere  diversion  and  leading  away 
of  mere  surface  or  percolating  waters;  for  it  may  well  be 
that  parties  who  divert  a  watercourse  into  and  through  a 
new  and  artificial  channel  should  be  deemed  only  to  have 
est«,blished  a  new  course  and  channel  for  the  same  water- 
course, which  is  subject  to  the  same  rules,  as  to  its  use  and 
diversion,  as  applied  to  it  in  its  ancient  channel  (Gould, 
Waters,  §  225 ;  Wood,  Nuisances,  §  399 ;  Stevens  Poi/ivt  Boom 
Co,  V.  ReUZy^  44  Wis.  295-298) ;  while  mere  surface  water  does 
not  become  a  watercourse  by  being  gathered  into  a  ditch 
and  led  away  (Wood,  Nuisances,  §  401 ;  Fryer  v,  Wame^  29 
Wis.  511;  Stwnchjield  v,  Ifewton^  142  Mass.  110).  Since  it  is 
considered  that  it  was  mere  surface  and  percolating  water 
which  was  gathered  into  this  ditch,  it  follows  that  it  was 
still  subject  to  be  used  and  disposed  of,  for  his  own  purposes, 
by  the  proprietor  of  land  upon  which  it  came.  Wood,  Nui- 
sances, §  402  et  seq,;  Curtiss  v.  Ayrault^  47  N.  Y.  73-82.  The 
proposed  new  ditch  upon  the  land  of  the  defendant  Siickney^ 
above  the  plaintifTs  land,  was  not  a  violation  of  any  right 
of  the  plaintiff.  Stichney  had  the  right  to  dispose  of  such 
surface  and  percolating  water  as  came  to  his  land  for  his 
own  purposes,  and  in  such  manner  as  best  suited  his  inter- 
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ests  or  choice.  The  other  defendants  might  well  stand  on 
his  right,  for  they  are  in  privity  with  him.  So,  the  first 
ground  of  this  claim  is  untenable. 

It  remains  to  be  considered  in  what  measure,  if  at  all,  the 
plaintifTs  rights  in  this  ditch,  and  to  the  use  of  its  water, 
have  been  strengthened  by  the  Goodyear  contract.  It  can- 
not, of  course,  be  claimed  that  the  defendants  are  under  any 
greater  or  different  obligation  to  the  plaintiff  in  resi)ect  of 
the  maintenance  and  repair  of  the  ditch  than  rested  upon 
the  Goodyears  at  the  time  of  the  sale  to  Hoffman;  for  the 
defendants,  at  most,  have  agreed  only  to  save  the  Goodyears 
harmless  against  their  obligations  to  the  plaintiff  at  that 
time.  At  that  time  the  contract  still  rested  in  parol.  The 
defendants  could  not  be  made  liable  on  a  contract  subse- 
quently made.  The  contract  is  noticeable  for  what  it  omits. 
It  does  not  specify  that  the  Goodyears  shall  maintaiu  the 
ditch,  nor  that  they  shall  keep  it  in  repair.  They  promise 
nothing,  except  that  the  plaintiff  may  get  water  from  the 
ditch.  Nor  does  the  contract  specify  for  how  long  the 
plaintiff  shall  be  permitted  to  take  the  water.  It  might  be 
a  question  of  some  difficulty  to  determine  how  far  it  was  in- 
tended to  bind  the  Goodyears.  Yet  it  may  be  fairly  assumed 
that  the  parties  contemplated  some  benefit  to  the  plaintiff 
from  it.  But  it  is  not  necessary  to  inquire  what  the  precise 
measure  of  the  obligation  was  which  the  Goodyears  intended 
to  assume,  for  it  seems  clear,  in  any  aspect,  that  the  con- 
tract was  void  under  the  statute  of  frauds,  and  not  binding 
at  all  on  the  Goodyears.  If  it  was  intended  to  give  the 
plaintiff  some  interest  in,  and  control  over,  the  ditch,  it  was 
invalid  for  that  purpose  because  not  made  in  writing.  K.  S. 
1878,  sec.  2302.  The  ditch  is  land  within  the  meaning  of 
the  statute.  R  S.  1878,  sec.  4971;  3  Kent,  Comm.  401; 
1  Washb.  Real  Prop.  4.  If  the  contract  could  not,  accord- 
ing to  its  terms  and  the  intention  of  the  parties,  be  com- 
pletely performed  within  one  year  from  its  making,  it  is 
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void  because  not  in  writing.  K.  S.  1878,  sec.  2307;  White 
V.  HancheU,  21  Wis.  415;  JiUon  v.  Gilbert^  26  Wis.  637; 
Doyle  V,  Dixon^  97  Mass.  208.  Whichever  horn  of  this  di- 
lemma the  plaintiff  may  choose  to  take,  the  result  is  the 
same  to  him.  If  the  contract  was  to  be  completely  per- 
formed within  one  year  and  so  was  valid,  then  it  had  been 
fully  performed  and  discharged  before  Jlojman  bought  the 
ditch.  If  it  was  not  intended  that  it  should  be  completely 
performed  within  a  year,  but  that  its  performance  should 
be  continuous  through  a  series  of  years,  then  it  was  void, 
and  not  binding  upon  Goodyear,  at  the  time  when  Hoffmcm 
bought.  In  neither  case  is  the  plaintiff's  case  made  stronger 
by  reason  of  the  contract. 

On  the  whole  case,  it  is  considered  that  the  evidence  fails 
to  show  an.  ancient  watercourse  across  the  plaintiff's  land ; 
that,  the  ditch  diverted  no  ancient  watercourse,  but  inter- 
cepted and  collected  only  surface  and  percolating  water; 
that  this  was  not  a  wrong  of  which  plaintiff  can  complain; 
that  the  ditch  did  not  become  a  legal  watercourse;  that  the 
water  conveyed  by  the  ditch  did  not  cease,  in  legal  contem- 
plation, to  be  surface  water,  subject  to  be  used  or  disposed 
of  by  the  owners  of  the  land  upon  which  it  came;  and  that 
the  defendants  are  under  no  contract  obligation  to  maintain 
the  ditch  or  keep  it  in  repair  for  the  plaintiff's  benefit. 

By  the  (hurt. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  with  direction  to  dismiss 
the  complaint.  The  printed  case  is  needlessly  large.  The 
cost  of  printing  the  case,  to  be  taxed,  is  limited  to  500  pages. 

Maeshall,  J.  I  respectfully  but  earnestly  dissent  from 
the  decision  reached  in  this  case  and  the  reasons  given  to 
justify  such  decision.  It  occurs  to  me  that  argument  as  to 
the  law  respecting  what  constitutes  a  watercourse  would 
show  a  want  of  comprehension  of  the  force  of  the  principles 
to  which  I  shall  refer.    That  will  account  for  the  entire  ab- 
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sence  from  this  opinion  of  any  attempt  at  such  argument* 
The  law  for  this  case  was  definitely  settled  on  the  first  ap- 
peal. Case  v.  JBqffman,  84  Wis.  438.  The  decision  was 
rendered  by  a  divided  court.  Justices  Ortok  and  Lyon  and 
the  present  Chief  Justice  concurred  in  that  decision,  and  Jus- 
tices "WiNSLOw  and  Pinnby  dissented.  By  such  decision  the 
determination  of  the  lower  court  as  to  the  sufficiency  of  the 
complaint  was  overruled.  The  questions  involved  were: 
What  are  the  requisites  of  a  watercourse  ?  and  Does  the  com- 
plaint allege  the  existence  of  such  requisites  ?  The  initial 
question  here  is,  Did  the  trial  court  find  the  facts  which  this 
court  held  sufficient  to  constitute  a  watercourse  ?  and  if  an- 
swered in  the  affirmative,  to  be  followed  by  the  question, 
Can  the  findings  in  that  regard  be  disturbed  on  the  evidence, 
under  the  principle  of  law  governing  that  subject  ?  I  have 
no  apologies  to  make  for  the  former  decision.  I  am  not 
called  upon  to  justify,  and  have  no  right  to  question,  it  in 
any  particular,  yet  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that,  in  my 
opinion,  its  conclusions  are  unmistakable,  the  reasoning  upon 
which  they  are  based  is  unanswerable;  it  is  well  supported 
by  prior  elementary  and  judicial  authority,  and  has  been 
referred  to  and  applied  by  eminent  courts  since  it  Wcos  ren- 
dered in  well-considered  cases,  as  the  Chief  Justice  shows  in 
his  dissenting  opinion.  Whether  right  or  wrong,  all  must 
concur  that  it  is  the  law  of  this  case  and  that  effect  should 
be  given  to  it  the  same,  precisely,  as  if  there  were  neither 
then  nor  now  any  division  of  opinion  existing  in  respect  to 
its  stating  the  law  correctly.  No  material  part  of  it  should 
be  eliminated  by  hypercritical  reasoning  or  rejected  as  "  in- 
consequential and  absurd,'*  tested  by  a  present  view  of  the 
law.  My  brethren  of  the  majority  recognize  the  general 
principle,  yet,  as  it  seems  to  me,  by  a  refinement  of  reason- 
ing, they  fence  in  the  former  decision  so  as  to  clearly  narrow 
its  obvious  scope  and  meaning,  and  practically  overrule  it. 
In  my  judgment  it  should  be  closely  followed  in  letter  and 
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spirit,  and  the  rule  in  that  regard  covers  all  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  decision  was  based. 

What  was  said  at  the  close  of  the  preceding  paragraph  is 
one  of  the  grounds  of  my  dissent.  Some  reference  to  prece- 
dents respecting  the  binding  force  of  a  former  adjudication 
seems  to  be  necessary  at  this  point,  not  because  there  is  any 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  general  principle,  but  to  show 
that  it  should  be  broadly  and  firmly  applied. 

It  is  bad  enough  to  have  the  law  changed  when  once  set- 
tled by  the  courts.  The  law  as  once  settled  for  a  particular 
case  cannot  be  so  changed  without  violating  a  principle 
firmly  established  and  absolutely  necessary  to  the  due  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  In  Noonan  v.  OrtaUy  4  Wis.  335,  a 
demurrer  to  a  bill  filed  turned  on  whether  a  lease  was  a  de- 
mise of  water  merely,  or  of  water  and  an  interest  in  land. 
The  case  was  again  before  the  court  on  appeal  from  the  judg- 
ment rendered  on  a  trial  of  the  issue  formed  by  the  com- 
plaint and  answer.  27  Wis.  300.  On  such  second  appeal 
an  effort  was  made  to  reopen  the  question  of  the  proper 
construction  of  the  lease,  and  on  that  point  Mr.  Justice 
Cole,  speaking  for  the  court,  said :  "  The  jcounsel  for  the  de- 
fendant has  criticised  somewhat  the  soundness  of  that  decis- 
ion, and  has  attempted  to  restrict  the  extent  of  the  proposi- 
tions of  law  there  decided.  But  it  seems  to  me  impossible 
to  say  that  the  above  points  were  not  fairly  raised  by  the 
issue  of  law  presented  by  the  demurrer  to  the  bill  and  passed 
upon  by  the  -court.  So  that,  whether  rightly  or  erroneously 
decided,  those  questions  are  no  longer  open  for  discussion, 
but  are  clearly  res  adjudicake,^^  In  Zathrop  v.  Knapp^  27 
Wis.  214,  certain  questions  of  law  raised  on  a  general  de- 
murrer to  the  complaint  were  decided.  The  case  came  here 
again  on  appeal  from  the  judgment.  37  Wis.  312.  In  the 
meantime  Mr.  Eyan  became  chief  justice  in  place  of  Dixon, 
C.  J.,  and  Mr.  Justice  Lyon  became  a  member  of  the  court 
in  place  of  Justice  Paine.     On  the  first  appeal  Mr.  Justice 


sary  result.  On  the  second  appeal  Justice  Lton,  for  per- 
sonal reasons,  declined  to  sit,  and  a  strong  appeal  was  made 
to  the  court  to  review  the  question  decided  on.  the  first  ap- 
peal, because  of  the  fact  that  the  affimmnceoftbe  order  of  the 
lower  court  was  on  a  division  ap  necessitate.  A  concurrence 
of  Rtaw,  C.  J.,  with  Mr.  Justice  Colk  would  have  overruled 
the  decision  on  the  former  appeal.  On  the  effect  of  the 
former  judgment  under  these  circumstances,  the  chief  jua- 
tioe,  in  delivering  the  opinion  of  the  court,  said :  "  I  cannot 
entertain  a  doubt  that  all  the  questions  settled  by  the  judg- 
ment of  this  court  on  the  demurrer  are  res  adjudicatcB  in 
this  cause,  in  this  court  and  in  all  courts,  and  with  the  same 
effect  as  if  that  judgment  had  been  pronounced  by  a  unani- 
mous court.  Less  effect  could  be  given  to  such  a  judgment 
only  by  going  behind  the  judgment;  and  that  would  tend 
to  subvert  all  principles  on  which  the  conclusiveness  of 
judgments  rests.  I  do  not  see  why,  if  cout'ts  could  avoid  the 
conclosiveness  of  a  judgment  because  it  proceeds  on  a  dis- 
agreement of  the  judges,  courts  mights  not  as  well  avoid 
the  conclusiveness  of  a  judgment  because  it  proceeds  on  an 
opinion  founded  in  mistakea  conclusions  of  fact  or  law.  In 
both  cases,  alike,  the  judgment  is  impeached /or  not  resting 
on  sound  Jitdioial  conclusions.  The  answer  to  all  such  at- 
tacks upon  the  sanctity  of  judgments  is  found  in  the  safe 
and  settled  rule  that  judgments  are  exprqpHo  vigore  conclu- 
sive. Jud^oia  sv/nt  tcmquam  juris  dicta,  et  pro  veritate  ac- 
cijntmtwr.  This  had  been  expressly  held  of  judgments  ex 
necessitate  of  a  divided  court."  In  Firs  De-pt.  of  Oshkonk  v. 
Ttittle,  50  Wis,  552,  on  appeal  from  a  judgment,  Mr.  Justice 
Ltoh,  speaking  of  questions  decided  on  a  former  appeal 
from  an  order  sustaining  a  demurrer  to  the  complaint,  said: 
"  The  qaestion  is  res  adjudicata.  .  .  .  Whether  the  de- 
Vol.  100—88 
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cision  is  sound  or  unsound^  for  the  purposes  of  this  case  the 
question  is  irrevocably  settled."  See,  also,  JPUis  v.  N.  P. 
JR.  Co.  80  Wis.  459,  on  the  same  subject. 

From  what  has  preceded  it  is  obvious  that  the  judgment 
of  this  court,  heretofore  rendered,  settled  forever  every  ques- 
tion legitimately  included  within  and  covered  by  it,  for  now, 
at  least,  the  principle  of  estoppel  by  former  judgment  must 
prevail  and  govern  absolutely.  In  the  words  of  the  learued 
chief  justice  in  Lathrop  v.  Knapp^  37  "Wis.  312:  "  Judgments 
are,  as  it  were,  the  words  of  the  law  and  are  received  as 
truth."  Such  words  are  infallible  between  the  parties,  and 
for  the  case  and  court,  and  for  all  courts. 

The  foregoing  covers  the  question  of  the  force  of  the  rule 
of  former  adjudication.  A  few  words  now  as  to  the  scope 
of  the  principle.  Eespecting  the  existence  of  such  general 
principle  there  can  by  no  disagreement.  It  is  a  hedging  in 
of  the  principle  by  my  brethren,  within  limits  not  justified 
by  well-settled  law,  as  I  view  it,  to  which  I  dissent.  It  will 
not  do  to  merely  say  that  the  orJy  qtiestian  settled  on  the 
formefr  appeal  is  that  the  complaint  states  a  cause  qfa^ion, 
<md  that  the  question  here  is  whether  the  facts  found  hy  the 
court  prove  the  eodstence  of  a  watercourse.  True,  whether  the 
complaint  stated  a  cause  of  action  was  formerly  the  issue, 
but  that  included  all  questions  necessarily  within  that  issue 
and  determined  in  order  to  reach  the  decision  which  was 
rendered ;  not  merely  the  questions  which  we  may  say  were 
necessarily  within  the  issue,  but  all  questions  which  the 
court,  by  its  construction  of  the  pleading,  considered  within 
the  issue.  Wells,  Ees  Adjudicata,  §  217.  "  JEhery  preposi- 
tion assv/med  or  decided  hy  the  cou/rt,  leadvng  up  to  the  final 
conclimony  a/nd  upon  which  such  condition  was  based ^  was  as 
effectually  passed  upon  as  the  ultimate  quest/ion  which  was 
finaHy  soVoed.^^  Trustees  of  School  Dist.  v.  Stocker^  42  N.  J. 
Law,  115.  That  is  to  say,  none  of  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  decision  rests,  which  were  assumed  by  the  court  to  be 
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within  the  issues,  can  properly  be  said  to  be  obiter  dictv/m 
because  some  of  them  were  really  minecessarily  so  assmned. 
The  judgment  is  authority  upon  all  the  points  which  the 
record  shows  the  court  considered  and  decided  in  rendering 
it.  Quachmbush  v.  W.  dk  M.  JR.  Co.  71  Wis.  472.  It  applies 
to  all  questions  upon  which  the  court  was  required  to  form 
an  opinion  and  pronounce  judgment  {Oramer  v.  Stone^  38 
Wis.  259),  and  all  questions  raised  and  fully  discussed  on  the 
appeal  {Oiffert  v.  Westy  37  Wis.  115).  The  proper  rule  cannot 
be  found  better  stated  than  by  Andbbws,  J.,  in  Pray  v.  Hege- 
ma/riy  98  N*.  Y.  351,  in  effect  thus :  *  The  estoppel  of  a  former 
adjudication  extends  to  and  renders  conclusive  every  material 
matter  within  the  issues,  which  was  expressly  litigated  and 
determined,  and  also  to  all  matters  which,  though  not  ex- 
pressly Utigated  and  determined,  are  comprehended  and 
involved  in  the  thing  expressly  stated  and  decided ;  what- 
ever is  necessarily  implied  is,  for  the  purposes  of  the  doctrine 
of  res  adjudioatay  as  effectually  decided  as  matters  expressly 
stated.' 

The  doctrine  of  estoppel  by  former  adjudication  I  have 
discussed  at  some  length.  From  my  standpoint  it  is  justi- 
fied, because,  in  my  judgment,  the  opinion  of  my  brethren 
of  the  majority  clearly  violates  such  doctrine,  and  because 
it  is  considered  well  settled  in  our  jurisprudence  that,  though 
a  decision  be  wrong  and  great  hardship  may  flow  therefrom, 
it  is  far  better  that  it  stand  than  that  such  uncertainty  exist 
as  would  necessarily  grow  out  of  a  system  whereby  a  mat- 
ter adjudged  one  way  one  day  may  be  adjudged  another 
way  the  next,  between  the  same  parties,  on  the  same  facts, 
and  in  the  same  case  and  court.  Hence,  a  judicial  decision 
once  made  on  a  question  of  law,  unless  manifestly  wrong 
and  challenged  for  review  before  important  interests  have 
grown  up  under  it,  is  considered  not  open  for  discussion, 
even  where  it  subsequently  arises  between  other  parties ;  and 
when  between  the  same  parties,  on  the  same  facts,  it  is  for- 
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ever  at  rest.  This  important  principle  should  be  particu- 
larly applied  to  the  end  that  the  sanctity  of  judicial  decis- 
ions may  be  firmly  established.  Sta/re  decisis^  et  nan  quieta 
movers^  should  not  be  departed  from  as  controlling  judicial 
policy,  unless  necessary,  in  any  case,  and  on  the  same  case, 
between  the  same  parties,  never.  In  the  former  it  stands  as 
a  precedent  of  such  persuasive  character  as  not  to  give  way 
except  to  overpowering  necessity ;  in  the  latter,  as  evidence 
or  as  an  estoppel,  it  is  conclusive  and  cannot  be  departed 
from  at  all. 

It  follows  from  what  has  preceded  that  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  court  rested  the  decision  on  the  former  appeal 
are  essentially  a  part  of  such  decision.  They  are  included 
in  it  and  are  as  effectually  the  law  of  this  case  as  the  judg- 
ment they  support.  Therefore,  we  must  examine  the  com- 
plaint and  the  opinion  of  the  court  and  thereby  determine 
what  points  were  made  to  sustain  the  defendants'  conten- 
tion that  it  did  not  state  a  cause  of  action  and  the  grounds 
upon  which  such  points  were  overruled  by  the  court. 

If  anything  was  decided  on  the  former  appeal,  it  was  dis- 
tinctly held  that  if  water  issue  from  living  springs  and  flow 
constantly  in  a  well-defined  channel,  having  a  bed  and  banks 
for  a  considerable  distance,  and  then  disappear  under  the 
surface,  and  at  a  considerable  distance  from  such  point  of 
disappearance  reappear  and  flow  on  in  a  well-defined  chan- 
nel, with  bed  and  banks,  it  constitutes  a  watercourse  con- 
tinuous from  the  point  where  the  water  first  comes  to  the 
surface  at  such  springs ;  and  the  law  respecting  the  rights  of 
riparian  owners  to  have  such  water  flowing  in  such  water- 
course come  to  and  pass  over  their  lands  without  interference 
by  any  person  above  them  on  the  stream,  applies;  that,  not- 
withstanding the  disappearance  of  the  water  at  a  point  above 
a  lower  riparian  owner  and  its  flowing  under  the  surface 
for  a  considerable  distance,  or  even  a  greater  part  of  the  dis- 
tance between  its  source  and  such  riparian  owner,  so  that  in 
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most  places  between  such  source  and  the  lands  of  such  owner 
the  stream  is  not  visible  by  any  surface  indications,  if  the 
water  which  comes  to  the  surface  and  forms  a  visible  stream 
or  watercourse  at  the  lower  point  can  be  identified  as  the 
same  water  that  came  to  the  surface  at  the  spring  above, 
and  it  be  established  that  the  flow  is  continuous  from  such 
point  above,  whether  on  or  beneath  the  surface,  the  fact  of 
such  disappearance  and  flow  beneath  the  surface  does  not 
take  from  the  character  of  the  watercourse  as  being  contin- 
uous from  the  source  at  the  springs.  Kumerous  decisions  of 
courts  of  the  highest  respectability  are  cited  in  support  of 
this  doctrine,  in  the  opinion  written  by  Mr.  Justice  Oim)N, 
and  the  doctrine  was  applied  to  the  case  made  by  the  com- 
plaint (quoting  from  the  complaint),  in  effect,  with  conclu- 
sions thus: 

1.  Above  plaintiff's  land  there  were  always  living  springs 
discharging  their  water  in  a  well-defined  stream  into  a  lake ; 
therefore,  we  have  unquestionably  a  watercourse.  What 
becomes  of  it  after  such  disappearance  ? 

2.  From  the  lake  the  water  flows  upon  and  beneath  the 
surface  of  the  lands  lying  southeast  of  the  lake  to  and  across 
the  lands  of  plaintiff,  and  then  easterly  into  Beaver  Creek, 
the  distance  being  but  a  few  miles. 

3.  Notwithstanding  the  complaint  alleges  that  the  water, 
in  passing  from  Big  Lake  to  plaintiff's  land,  flows,  in  places, 
wholly  under  the  surface,  it  has  none  of  the  characteristics 
of  mere  surface  water,  but  all  the  characteristics,  within  the 
principles  of  law  discussed,  of  a  running  stream. 

4.  The  natural  flow  or  stream  from  the  lake  was  well  de- 
fined and  established,  and  in  places,  one  of  which  was  upon 
plaintiff's  land,  it  had  made  a  plainly  marked  channel,  show- 
ing the  natural  flow  of  the  water. 

5.  Thereafter,  discussing  the  question  of  whether  it  was 
necessary  that  there  should  be  a  visible  flow  of  water  upon 
the  surface  in  order  to  preserve  its  character  as  a  water- 
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course,  Mr.  Justice  Obton  said  substantially:  ^If  the  stream 
spreads  out  over  wide  reaches  of  marsh  and  swamp  land  and 
percolates  the  soil  in  many  and  most  places  between  Big 
Lake  and  Beaver  Creek,  or  in  all  places  where  the  soil  was 
not  suitable  for  cutting  a  well-defined  channel,  such  spread- 
ing of  the  stream  through  marshes  and  swamps  on  or  below 
the  surface  does  not  militate  against  its  being  a  watercourse 
in  every  essential  particular,  if  it  can  be  traced  or  identified 
as  the  same  stream,  and  its  identity  is  alleged  in  the  com-' 
plaint  in  this  case,  and  it  is  a  fact  to  be  proved  and  estab- 
lished on  the  trial.' 

From  the  foregoing  it  is  obvious  that  the  court  under- 
stood, as  the  fact  was,  that  the  complaint  charged  as  facts, 
relied  upon  to  show  that  the  water  which  plaintiff  con- 
tended constituted  a  running  stream  and  watercourse,  com- 
ing naturally  to  and  passing  over  his  land,  that  such  water 
came  first  from  living  springs  above  Big  Lake,  then  flowed 
continuously  in  a  well-defined  channel  for  some  distance  to 
and  into  such  lake ;  that  it  flowed  out  of  the  lake  in  a  well- 
defined  channel  for  some  distance  to  the  southeast  and  then 
disappeared  in  the  swamp;  that  such  point  of  disappearance 
was  a  considerable  distance  above  plaintifTs  land,  and  that, 
from  such  point  to  such  land,  it  flowed  ordinarily,  in  most 
places,  under  the  surface  and  through  the  marsh  and  swamp 
in  such  a  way  as  not  to  be  visible  on  the  surface  as  a  nui- 
ning  stream;  that  further  down  the  water  came  to  the  sur- 
face and  was  gathered  naturally  into  a  well-defined  stream 
and  flowed  on  into  Beaver  Creek;  and  that  the  question  of 
whether  the  complaint  stated  a  cause  of  action  turned  on 
whether  the  fact  that  the  water  above  plaintiff's  land  spread 
out  over  the  marsh  and  swamp  and  percolated  through  the 
soil  and  under  the  swamp  and  through  the  peat  and  moss, 
destroyed  its  character  as  a  watercourse,  commencing  at  the 
spring  above  Big  Lake  and  reaching  to  Beaver  Creek  below 
such  lands.    That  was  the  question  discussed  and  decided, 
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and  how  ?  Obviously,  we  think  as  stated,  that  water  which 
flows  from  springs  in  a  well-defined  channel  into  a  lake, 
and  then  in  a  well-defined  channel  to  a  point  where  it 
spreads  out  over  a  swamp  or  marsh  and  disappears  under 
the  surface,  and  flows  on  by  percolating  through  the  swamp 
or  marsh  under  the  surface,  or  through  the  moss  and  peat, 
in  most  or  all  places  for  several  miles,  and  then  reappears 
and  forms  a  visible,  well-defined  stream,  is  a  watercourse 
throughout  its  whole  length  from  its  source  at  the  springs; 
that  the  existence  of  the  watercourse  up  to  the  point  of  dis- 
appearance being  established,  the  test  of  whether  the  water 
that  reappears  and  is  collected  into  the  running  stream 
below  is  a  continuation  of  such  watercourse  is  whether  such 
water,  so  collected,  can  be  identfied  as  the  same  water  that 
constituted  the  watercourse  above,  down  to  the  point  of  such 
disappearance;  that  the  source  and  running  stream  there- 
from being  once  established,  the  water  may  spread  out  over 
the  surface  or  disappear  under  the  surface,  and,  lower  down, 
reappear  as  a  visible,  running  stream,  and  spread  out  and 
disappear  and  reappear  again  and  assume  its  visible  charac- 
ter as  a  running  stream,  without  militating  against  its  char- 
acter as  a  watercourse  from  the  source  at  the  springs,  where 
it  first  issues  from  the  earth,  if  the  water  at  the  lower  point 
can  be  identified  as  having  come  by  a  continuous  flow  from 
such  springs.  That  being  the  question  presented  by  the  ap- 
peal and  decided  by  the  court,  such  decision  and  the  grounds 
which  the  court  assumed  to  be  necessary  to  support  it  are 
re8  atJjudicatcB  and  absolutely  binding  in  this  case,  as  hereto- 
fore shown  in  the  discussion  of  that  subject.  "Admit,"  says 
Mr.  Justice  Obton,  "that  the  complaint  shows  that  the 
stream  spreads  over  and  through  wide  reaches  of  swamp 
and  marsh  land,  and  percolates  the  soil  in  many  and  most 
places  between  Big  Lake  and  Beaver  Creek,  or  in  all  places 
•except  those  mentioned,  where  the  ground  was  suitable  for 
cutting  a  well-defined  channel  as  above  described,  such 
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spreading  of  the  stream  ...  on  or  below  the  surface 
does  not  militate  against  its  being  a  watercourse  in  every 
essential  particular,  if  it  can  be  traced  and  identified  as  the 
same  stream."  So  the  court,  looking  at  the  complaint  most 
unfavorably  for  plaintiff,  still  held  that  it  stated  a  good 
cause  of  action ;  therefore  the  decision  is  res  ac^vdieata  of 
the  questions  presented  by  such  unfavorable  construction, 
whether  we  say  now  it  was  or  was  not  a  correct  construction. 

By  the  foregoing  we  have  clearly  shown: 

First,  that  whatever  was  decided  on  the  former  appeal, 
and  was  deemed  necessary  to  the  decision  of  the  court  when 
made,  including  the  grounds  upon  which  the  court  reached 
such  decision,  must  rule  the  case  now ;  that  our  duty  ends, 
so  far  as  the  law  of  this  case  is  concerned,  when  we  deter- 
mine what  was  decided. 

Second,  that  it  was  there  held  that  if  the  facts  were  that 
water  issued  from  living  springs  and  flowed  through  a  well- 
defined  channel  to  Big  Lake  and  out  of  such  lake  to  a  point 
where  it  spread  out  over  the  marsh  and  disappeared  beneath 
the  surface  and  percolated  through  the  moss  and  peat  form- 
ing the  surface  of  such  marsh  or  swamp,  and  at  a  consid- 
erable distance  below  such  point  of  disappearance  water 
appeared,  having  all  the  characteristics  of  a  visible,  running 
stream,  and  the  water  at  such  lower  point  can  be  identified 
as  the  same  water  that  disappeared  above,  then  that  above 
and  that  below  belong  to  one  and  the  same  watercourse. 

It  remains  to  be  seen  whether  the  facts  alleged  in  the 
complaint,  held  to  constitute  a  cause  of  action,  were  found 
to  exist  by  the  trial  court,  and,  if  so,  whether  such  findings 
can  be  disturbed  as  against  the  clear  preponderance  of  the 
evidence.  If  these  questions  are  resolved  in  plaintiff's  favor, 
he  is  entitled  to  such  relief  as  will  protect  his  rights  as  a 
riparian  proprietor,  as  against  the  defendants,  who  insist  on 
diverting  the  water  from  the  alleged  watercourse,  so  as  to 
prevent  its  reaching  his  land. 
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We  now  turn  to  the  findings  of  fact  filed  by  the  learned 
circait  jndge,  and  read  in  regard  to  the  a;lleged  watercourse^ 
as  f  olloYTs:  "  The  sonrce  and  flow  of  water  •  .  .  in  a  state 
of  nature  was  .  .  .  as  follows:  .  .  •  Beaver  Greek  .  •  . 
had  its  source  or  origin  in  certain  living  springs  located  in 
section  8  in  said  town.  These  springs  discharged  their  waters 
at  all  seasons  of  the  year  by  definite  and  clearly  marked 
channels  into  a  common  stream,  several  feet  in  width,  varying 
in  depth,  but  always  with  a  fixed  channel,  with  bed  and  banks 
and  steadily  flowing  stream,  the  water  running  in  a  southeast- 
erly direction  a  distance  of  some  sixty  or  more  rods  into 
the  lake  known  as  Big  Lake.  ...  At  the  south  end  of 
Big  Lake  the  waters  were  discharged  by  a  channel  or  out- 
let to  the  southeast,  and  thence,  though  not  hy  a  oontmuous 
surface  channel^  but  with  a  definite  and  clearly  marked  flow, 
in  a  southeasterly  direction  through  portions  of  sections  9, 
16,  and  15,  the  north  half  and  southeast  quarter  of  section 
22,  the  south  half  of  28,  and  the  southwest  quarter  and  the 
southeast  quarter  of  section  24,  and  thence  easterly  into 
Beaver  Creek.  This  stream  from  its  source  to  where  it 
flowed  into  Beaver  Creek  was  called  the  West  Branch  of 
Beaver  Creek,  and  though  under  natural  conditions  the 
water  spread  out  in  places  and  flowed  over  and  through 
the  peat  and  moss  between  sections  8  and  24,  it,  in  many 
places  along  its  course,  made  for  itself  channels  with  bed 
and  banks,  some  of  which  channels  still  exist  in  sections  15^ 
19,  22,  and  23."  See  finding  III.  "  At  the  southeast  of 
Big  Lake  the  waters  thereof  fiowed  out  for  some  distance 
through  a  well-defined  outlet  of  said  lake,  with  bed  and 
banks,  and  from  thence  through  a  portion  of  section  9  and 
sections  16, 15,  22,  23,  and  24  to  Beaver  Creek.  .  .  .  From 
Big  Lake  down  to  the  continuous  channel  of  the  West  Branch 
of  Beaver  Creek  in  sections  23  and  24  the  water,  under  nat- 
ural conditions,  did  not  fiow  along  and  in  a  continuous  chan- 
nel throughout  the  entire  distance,  but  through  the  larger 
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part  of  the  distance  spread  out  over  the  surface  and  beneath 
the  surface,  and  ran  through  the  moss  and  peat  in  a  gen- 
eral southeasterly  direction,  as  above  indicated.  The  vol- 
ume and  current  thereof  were  sufficient,  however,  to  plainly 
mark  its  direction  and  flow,  and  in  places,  some  of  which 
were  on  the  lands  of  the  plaintiff,  to  make  for  itseK  channels, 
as  above  stated,  establishing  conclusively  that  the  waters 
flowing  out  of  Big  Lake  naturally  came  to  and  flowed  over 
plaintiff's  land  in  section  22,  and  from  thence  to  the  east, 
where  it  was  again  collected  in  a  natural  stream  with  con- 
tinuous and  permanent  bed  and  banks.  Had  the  soil  through 
which  it  ran  been  free  from  moss  and  peat,  which  for  the 
most  part  covered  it,  the  water  would  have  made  along  its 
entire  course  a  continuous  and  well-defined  channel  with 
bed  and  banks."    Finding  IV. 

It  would  seem  that  argument  is  unnecessary  to  demon- 
strate that  the  facts  thus  found  are  precisely  those  which 
this  court  said  in  the  former  decision  are  the  essential  ele- 
ments of  a  watercourse,  and  that  to  incumber  this  opinion 
with  argument  in  that  regard  would  be  a  mere  work  of  su- 
pererogation. The  learned  circuit  judge  obviously  followed 
the  decision  with  scrupulous  care.  The  language  of  the  com- 
plaint, and  of  the  decision  of  this  court  as  to  its  sufficiency, 
are  copied  substantially  into  the  findings.  In  the  light  of 
this,  having  from  the  evidence  traced  the  water  from  its 
source  to  where  it  flowed  out  of  Big  Lake  to  the  southeast 
and  spread  over  and  disappeared  in  the  marsh,  and  found 
from  the  evidence  that  it  flowed  on  from  such  point  of  dis- 
appearance in  most  or  all  places  through  the  moss  and  peat 
and  under  the  surface  to  where  it  assumed  the  shape  of  a 
visible  stream  below  plaintiff's  land,  and  that  the  conditions 
shown  by  the  evidence  demonstrated  conclusively  that  the 
water  which  formed  a  visible,  flowing  stream  below  plaint- 
iff's land  was  the  same  water  that  flowed  out  of  Big  Lake  to 
the  southeast,  the  trial  court  could  not  come  to  any  other 
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legal  conclusion  than  that  the  watercourse  was  continuous 
from  its  source  to  and  across  plaintiff's  land. 

It  only  remains  to  be  seen  whether  the  findings  of  fact 
are  against  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evidence,  for  if 
not,  certainly,  by  a  rule  as  firmly  established  as  any  in  our 
jurisprudence,  they  cannot  be  disturbed,  and  plaintiff  is  en- 
titled to  substantial  relief,  as  it  is  conceded  that  if  the  facts 
establish  an  ancient  watercourse  the  canal  has  taken  its 
place. 

A  brief  review  of  the  evidence  will  amply  sustain  respond- 
ent's claim  that  the  findings  cannot  be  disturbed  under  the 
rule  above  referred  to,  and  demonstrate  clearly  that  no  other 
conclusion  could  reasonably  have  been  reached.  There  is 
evidence  in  abundance  that  before  the  building  of  the  canal, 
in  times  of  high  water,  there  was  a  perceptible  surface  flow 
through  substantially  the  whole  distance  from  the  lake  to 
plaintiff's  land,  and  that  when  the  canal  was  dug  it  was  lo- 
cated with  reference  to  the  inflow  of  water  from  the  lake, 
as  indicated  by  water  flowing  upon  the  surface  in  many 
places.  Professor  Conover,  one  of  the  surveyors,  testified 
to  the  existence  of  depressions  indicating  the  flow  of  water 
all  the  way  to  plaintiff's  land ;  that  he  followed  such  depres- 
sions down  from  the  lake  and  examined  the  indications 
closely ;  that  the  water  which  flowed  out  of  the  lake  to  the 
southeast  and  then  spread  out  over  the  marsh  flowed  south- 
east to,  and  the  greater  part  of  it  passed  over,  plaintiff's  land ; 
and  that  the  canal  entirely  intercepted  the  natural  flow,  so 
plaintiff  could  not  receive  any  of  the  water  except  by  way 
of  such  canal.  In  respect  to  the  depressions  showing  the 
natural  channel  he  said  that  some  of  them  were  as  long  as 
800  feet  or  perhaps  longer,  with  sharp-cut  edges  along  which 
grass  lay,  just  as  though  a  current  had  swept  it  there;  that 
near  the  north  line  of  Mr.  Ga%^%  land  there  was  a  channel 
300  or  400  feet  long.  Samuel  F.  Orabbe,  another  engineer, 
who  spent  a  large  amount  of  time  upon  the  land,  testified, 
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in  effect,  that  there  were  plain  channel  markings  all  the  way 
to  plaintiff's  land ;  that  he  found  channels  on  sach  land  lead- 
ing toward  Beaver  Greek,  some  of  them  very  marked,  all 
leading  in  the  same  general  direction ;  that  there  was  one 
very  marked  channel  reaching  nearly  across  a  forty ;  that 
this  channel  had  very  definite  banks,  and  that  there  was 
considerable  water  in  it;  that  he  followed  the  channels 
along  to  Beaver  Creek ;  that  the  indications  w^e  plain  that 
the  water  which  flowed  out  of  Big  Lake  to  the  southeast 
flowed  through  the  swamp  and  marsh,  where  indicated  by 
channel  markings,  into  Beaver  Creek  to  the  south  and  east 
of  plaintiff's  land. 

There  is  a  large  amount  of  other  evidence  in  the  record  of 
the  same  general  character,  and  evidence  from  several  per- 
sons who  were  familiar  with  the  country  before  the  con- 
struction  of  the  canal,  to  the  effect  that  there  was  then  an 
unmistakable  flow  of  water  from  the  lake  to  plaintiff's  land, 
Mr.  Brooks  testified  that  he  visited  the  country  as  early  as 
1873;  that  the  inlet  at  the  lake  was  then  two  or  three  rods 
mde;  that  the  water  was  running  out  of  the  lake  to  the 
southeast  in  a  considerable  body,  the  widest  channel  being 
as  wide  as  twelve  feet;  that  in  1876  he  was  on  the  ground 
again  and  followed  the  open  channel  half  a  mile  and  traced 
it  substantially  to  plaintiff's  land ;  that  he  could  then  follow 
the  channel  by  walking  in  the  water;  and  that  in  1876  he 
again  traced  the  water  over  the  same  course.  Mr.  G.  W, 
Hancock  testified  that  in  1882  he  traced  the  watercourse  from 
the  lake  down  to  and  across  plaintiff's  land.  Mr.  Khodes, 
who  helped  dig  the  canal,  testified  that  when  they  were  dig- 
ging the  main  water  supply  came  from  ahead,  from  toward 
the  lake,  and  that  they  had  difficulty  at  times,  by  reason  of 
the  peat  at  the  bottom  of  the  ditch  rising  up ;  that  when  they 
got  near  to  the  lake  the  flow  of  water  was  very  strong. 

Evidence  of  like  character  to  that  specially  mentioned,  al- 
together making  a  very  strong  case,  appears  in  the  record, 
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f  ally  warranting  the  trial  conrt  in  jBnding  that  it  established 
<5onclu8ively  that  before  the  canal  was  dng  the  water  flow- 
ing out  of  Big  Lake  naturally  came  to  and  flowed  over 
plaintiff's  land  in  section  22,  and  to  the  east  of  it,  where  it 
was  collected  into  a  natural  running  stream,  with  continuous 
and  permanent  bed  and  banks,  and  that  the  building  of  the 
canal  gathered  the  water  into,  and  caused  it  to  go  by  way 
of,  such  canal,  and  interfered  with  and  so  changed  the  nat- 
ural flow  that,  if  the  flow  be  now  interfered  with  by  way  of 
such  canal,  to  the  extent  of  such  interference  it  will  take 
away  the  water  that  was  formerly  wont  to  flow  to  and  over 
plaintiff's  land. 

As  this  case,  except  as  to  the  nature  of  relief  to  which 
plaintiff  is  entitled,  turns  on  the  questions  above  discussed, 
it  is  not  deemed  advisable  in  this  opinion  to  go  further. 
Enough  has  been  said  to  show  clearly  our  views  on  the  main 
question.  The  law  of  the  case  was  settled  on  the  former  ap- 
peal. Whether  right  or  wrong,  we  cannot  change  it  either 
directly,  by  now  holding  to  a  different  rule,  or  in  effect,  by 
fencing  in  the  principles  there  laid  down  within  narrow 
limits,  not  warranted  by  the  plain  meaning  of  the  court  or 
the  well-settled  rules  governing  the  subject.  The  trial  court 
found  in  favor  of  plaintiff  as  to  facts  alleged  in  the  com- 
plaint, which  this  court  said  made  a  case  entitling  plaintiff 
to  substantial  relief  as  a  riparian  proprietor.  The  evidence 
abundantly  supports  such  finding;  hence,  though  the  relief 
granted  may  be  excessive,  plaintiff  is  at  least  entitled  to  a 
judgment  that  will  preserve  to  him,  so  far  as  practicable,  all 
the  advantages  of  the  flow  of  water  from  Big  Lake  to  his 
land,  as  the  same  was  wont  to  flow  before  the  construction 
of  the  canal. 

Cassodat,  C.  J.  I  concur  in  the  dissenting  opinion  of  Mr. 
Justice  Marshall  in  this  case.  1  concurred  in  the  decision 
of  this  court  in  this  action  on  the  former  appeal,  and  the 
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opinion  then  written  in  support  of  the  same  by  the  late 
Chief  Justice  Obton,  in  behaK  of  the  majority  of  the  court 
as  then  constituted,  because  I  believed  that  opinion  to  be 
substantially  correct.  I  perceive  no  reason  now  for  chang- 
ing the  conviction  then  reached.  On  the  contrary,  that 
conviction  has  since  been  confirmed  by  the  re-examination 
of  the  principles  involved,  and  by  the  express  approval  of 
that  decision,  and  the  principles  upon  which  it  was  based, 
by  courts  of  at  least  two  other  jurisdictions.  Mitchell  v. 
JScmiy  142  Ind.  604,  614 ;  Bigney  v.  Tacama  L.  <&  W.  Co.  9 
Wash.  576,  580. 

There  is  no  claim  or  pretense  that  the  water  in  question 
was  mere  surface  water.  All  agree  that  it  had  its  source  in 
living  springs,  and  that  water  flowed  therefrom.  The  dis- 
pute has  been  as  to  the  direction  in  which  it  flowed,  and  as 
to  whether  such  flow  was  in  a  defined  channel.  In  the  first 
of  the  cases  cited,  it  is  expressly  held  that "  water  which  has 
a  definite  source  in  a  spring,  and  takes  a  definite  course,  is 
a  watercourse,  which  cannot  be  lawfully  diverted  from  its 
natural  channel  so  as  to  injure  another's  land,  although  at 
a  certain  point  it  spreads  over  marshy  ground,  without  a 
defined  channel,  where  it  again  flows  in  such  a  channel." 
In  the  second  case  thus  cited,  it  was  held  that  "  the  fact  that 
a  stream  widens  into  a  marsh  or  swamp  will  not  deprive  it 
of  its  character  as  a  natural  watercourse,  if  it  continues  its 
current  through  the  swamp,  and  finally  emerges  therefrom 
in  a  well-defined  channel."  Numerous  other  authorities 
might  be  cited  to  the  same  effect.  OiUett  v.  Johnson^  30 
Conn.  180;  Macowher  v.  Godfrey^  108  Mass.  219. 

The  principle  upon  which  such  decisions  rest  has  become 
elementary.  A  well-recognized  author  on  the  subject  states 
the  same  principle  of  law  thus :  "  If  a  well-defined,  natural 
stream  empties  into  a  swamp  or  lake  where  all  definite  channel 
is  lost,  and  emerges  again  into  a  well-defined  channel  below, 
it  is  a  question  of  fact,  dependent  upon  the  extent  of  the 
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swamp  or  lake,  whether  it  is  the  same  stream,  and,  if  it  is, 
the  owners  of  the  land  upon  the  lower  stream  have  riparian 
rights,  and  an  owner  of  land  upon  the  stream  above  the 
swamp  or  lake  is  not  entitled  to  divert  the  water  therefrom 
to  their  injury."  Gould,  Waters  (2d  ed.),  §  263.  "  A  stream 
does  not  cease  to  be  a  watercourse  and  become  mere  surface 
water,  because  at  a  certain  point  it  spreads  over  a  level 
meadow  several  rods  in  width,  and  flows  for  a  distance  with- 
out defined  banks  before  flowing  again  into  a  definite  chan- 
nel." Id.  §  264.  To  the  same  effect  is  28  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency, 
of  Law,  945,  946.  These  text  writers  cite  numerous  adjudi- 
cations in  support  of  such  statements. 

I  have  no  purpose  here  of  rearguing  the  questions  so  well 
covered  by  my  Brother  Marshall.  In  my  judgment,  the 
findings  of  the  trial  court  and  the  evidence  in  support  of 
them,  as  well  as  the  allegations  of  the  complaint,  bring  the 
case  squarely  within  the  elementary  rule  of  law  stated.  To 
my  mind,  the  former  adjudication  in  this  same  case  is  res 
adjv>ddca;tay  and  absolutely  binding  upon  the  court,  regard- 
less of  its  merits.  To  say  that  this  adjudication  is  not 
repugnant  to  the  decision  upon  the  former  appeal  is,  I  re- 
spectfully submit,  to  disregard  the  maxim  that,  where  two 
things  are  each  equal  to  the  same  thing,  they  are  necessarily 
equal  to  each  other.  This  statement  is  sufficient  to  disclose 
my  position  in  the  case,  and  I  have  no  purpose  to  say  more. 

The  respondent  moved  for  a  rehearing,  and  on  December 
10, 1897,  also  moved  to  set  aside  the  judgment. 

In  support  of  the  latter  motion  there  was  a  brief  by  La 
FoUettey  Harper^  Roe  cfe  Zirrumermom^  attorneys,  and  Jcmies 
O,  FlamderSy  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  hjMr.  Flwnders. 
They  argued,  among  other  things,  that  Justice  Newman  was 
disqualified  to  sit  on  the  hearing  of  the  appeal.  Orton  v. 
Noonam,^  31  Wis.  297;  State  ex  rel.  Amhler  v.  Ilocker^  25  L» 
K.  A.  114, 119;  N&wcome  v,  Ziffht,  58  Tex.  141 ;  Van  Arsdale 
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V,  .Emffj  152  N".  T.  69;  Duryea  v.  Trofphageny  84  id.  653; 
Pistor  V.  Hatfiddy  46  id.  249;  Real  v.  People,  42  id.  270, 276. 
If  Justice  Newman  was  disqualified,  the  judgment  herein- 
before rendered  is  void,  and  entirely  incapable  of  being  made 
good  by  any  omission  or  waiver,  or  even  by  express  consent 
of  both  parties.  OaTdey  v,  A»pvn/iJoaU,  3  N.  T.  547;  Pistor 
V,  Hatfield^  46  id.  249;  Duryea  v.  Traphagen,  84  id.  652  j 
Richa/rdson  v.  Welcome^  6  Cush.  331;  MaU  v.  Thayer,  105 
Mass.  224;  Sigov/mey  v.  Sibley,  21  Pick.  101;  Moses  v.  Jvliam, 
45  K  H.  52;  S.  C.  84  Am.  Dec.  114;  Chase  v.  Weston,  75  Iowa, 
159. 

A.  R.  Bushnell  and  F.  W.  HaU,  in  opposition. 

The  following  opinions  were  filed  February  8, 1898: 

WiNSLow,  J.  A  motion  is  now  made  in  this  case  to  vacate 
the  judgment  rendered  in  this  court  upon  the  last  appeal 
upon  the  ground  that  the  late  Mr.  Justice  Newman  was  dis- 
qualified to  participate  in  the  decision,  under  sec.  2580,  R.  S. 
1878,  which  reads  as  follows :  "  No  judge  of  an  appellate  court 
.  .  .  shall  decide  or  take  part  in  the  decision  of  any  cause 
or  matter  which  shall  have  been  determined  by  him,  while  sit- 
ting as  a  judge  of  any  other  court,  unless  there  shall  not  be  a 
quorum  without  him."  This  provision  of  law  has  been  upon 
the  statute  book  since  the  enactment  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
of  1849.  Sec.  21,  ch.  87,  R.  S.  1849.  It  has  been  uniformly 
acted  upon  since  that  time  without  question,  nor  is  its  va- 
lidity questioned  upon  the  present  motion.  It  is  manifestly 
founded  upon  the  idea  that  in  an  appellate  court  the  parties 
are  entitled  to  have  a  hearing  before  a  bench,  none  of  whose 
members  has  previously  passed  upon  the  matter  in  issue, 
or  upon  any  material  part  thereof.  Whether  it  be  a  wise 
provision  or  not,  it  is  certainly  a  provision  intended  to  op- 
erate in  the  interest  of  fairness  and  justice,  and  we  see  no 
ground  upon  which  its  validity  can  be  impeached.  Similar 
provisions  exist  in  a  considerable  number  of  states,  and  the 
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same  principle  was  adopted  when  the  United  States  circuit 
courts  of  appeals  were  organized.  26  Stat,  at  Large  (51st 
Oong.  Sess.  II),  ch.  517,  sec.  3. 

The  act  in  question  being  valid,  the  fundamental  question 
upon  this  motion  is,  Did  Justice  Newmak,  while  upon  the  cir- 
cuit bench,  determine  this  cause,  or  any  essential  part  thereof  ? 
The  action  was  brought  by  a  lower  proprietor  to  restrain 
certain  upper  proprietors  from  diverting  the  flow  of  water 
in  a  certain  ditch,  on  the  grounds  (1)  that  the  ditch  was,  in 
fact,  a  natural  watercourse,  or  had  taken  the  place  of  an 
ancient  watercourse,  and  (2)  that  the  plaintiff  had  acquired 
the  right  to  have  the  water  flow  through  the  ditch  by  the 
terras  of  a  parol  contract  with  the  defendants'  grantors, 
which  had  been  fully  executed.  While  upon  the  circuit  bench. 
Judge  Newman  sustained  a  general  demurrer  to  this  com- 
plaint. Upon  appeal  to  this  court  from  that  order,  the  com- 
plaint was  held  good  by  a  divided  court,  upon  the  ground  that 
the  allegations  of  the  complaint,  fairly  construed,  charged  the 
existence  of  a  natural  watercourse ;  but  the  question  whether 
any  rights  had  been  acquired  under  the  alleged  contract  was 
left  undecided.  Cme  v.  Hoffrnom^  84  "Wis.  438.  The  case 
then  went  back  to  the  circuit  court,  and  was  tried  before 
Hon.  W.  F.  Batley,  circuit  judge,  who  made  findings  to  the 
effect  that  there  was  an  ancient  natural  watercourse,  which 
now  flows  in  the  ditch,  and  is  substantially  the  same  stream, 
and  also  that  the  oral  contract  was  entered  into  and  executed 
as  alleged^  in  the  complaint,  and  entered  judgment  for  the 
plaintiff  restraining  the  defendants  from  diverting  the  flow 
of  the  water,  and  commanding  them  to  maintain  the  ditch 
as  it  now  exists.  Upon  appeal  to  this  court  from  this  judg- 
ment the  late  Mr.  Justice  Newman  sat  with  the  court  upon 
the  hearing,  and  participated  in  the  decision,  and  wrote  the 
majority  opinion  reversing  the  judgment  below. 

It  will,  we  think,  be  readily  understood  that  the  question 
now  raised  as  to  Justice  Newman's  alleged  disqualification 
Vol.  100—23 
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to  participate  in  the  determiaation  of  this  case  is  not  only  a 
serious  one,  but  is  also  an  unwelcome  and  delicate  one  to  his 
associates.  The  unwelcome  and  delicate  character  of  the 
question  has  been  augmented,  rather  than  diminished,  by 
the  recent  sudden  death  of  our  brother,  which  is  so  deeply 
deplored  by  bench  and  bar  alike,  but  most  of  all  by  those 
who  have  labored  with  him  for  the  past  four  years,  and  who 
had  become  bound  to  him  by  the  strongest  ties  of  admiration 
for  his  high  judicial  and  legal  abilities,  and  affection  for  that 
simple,  rugged,  and  true  heart,  which,  all  too  soon,  has  ceased 
to  beat,  forever.  In  all  soberness  and  truth  it  may  be  prop- 
erly said  here  that  no  more  conscientious  and  high-minded 
judge  ever  sat  upon  an  appellate  bench  than  our  deceased 
brother.  His  character  was  transparently  pure  and  honest. 
But,  unwelcome  as  the  question  is,  it  must  be  met,  and  it 
must  be  met  squarely,  and  with  a  single  desire  to  ascertain 
and  administer  the  law  as  it  is.  It  is  fair  to  say  that  the 
question  was  not  raised,  or  even  suggested,  by  counsel  upon 
the  argument  of  the  cause ;  and,  while  this  failure  constituted 
no  waiver  of  the  point,  it  is  a  fact  which  should  be  knowTi  as 
explanatory  in  some  degree  of  subsequent  events,  and  of 
Justice  Newman's  action  in  the  case. 

The  profession  will  at  once  appreciate  that  this  objection 
(at  least  when  not  raised  at  the  bar)  is  peculiarly  an  objec- 
tion personal  in  its  nature,  and  one  which  has  generally  been 
considered  and  decided  for  himself  by  the  justice  whom  it 
is  supposed  to  affect,  and  not  by  his  colleagues.  The  argu- 
ment having  passed  with  no  mention  of  any  objection,  it 
may  well  be  that  it  did  not  appeal  with  any  substantial  force 
to  the  mind  of  Justice  Newman.  However  this  may  be,  the 
case  came  to  him  to  write  in  its  natural  order,  in  accordance 
with  the  established  custom  of  the  court;  and  with  his  ac- 
customed desire  to  do  his  whole  duty  as  a  member  of  the 
court  he  took  it,  and  labored  upon  it  long  and  conscien- 
tiously.   Upon  what  line  of  reasoning  he  considered  and  de- 
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cided  in  his  own  mind  the  question  now  raised,  we  can  never 
know,  but  certain  we  are  that  he  concluded  that  he  was  not 
disqualified,  and  that  it  was  his  duty  to  participate  in  the 
decision.  Such  conclusion  may,  perhaps,  be  inferred  from  a 
perusal  of  the  opinion,  because  he  took  great  pains  to  draw 
the  distinction  between  the  question  presented  by  the  de- 
murrer, namely,  whether  the  allegation  of  the  complaint 
charged  the  existence  of  a  watercourse,  and  the  question 
raised  upon  appeal  from  the  judgment,  namely,  whether  the 
evidence  proved  the  existence  of  a  watercourse  as  alleged. 
Speaking  for  myself  alone,  I  must  say  that  the  distinction 
so  made  seems  to  me  well  and  conclusively  drawn,  and,  were 
there  no  other  element  in  the  case,  I  should  be  unable  to  see 
where  the  reasoning  failed. 

There  is,  however,  another  element  in  the  case,  which  h© 
seems  not  to  have  considered,  or,  if  he  did  consider  it,  seems 
not  to  have  appreciated  its  true  bearing.  The  plaintiff 
claimed  a  right  to  the  uninterrupted  flow  ot  water,  not  only 
upon,  the  ground  that  there  was  a  natural  watercourse,  but 
upon  the  ground  of  afuUy  executed  parol  agreement  for  such 
flow  with  the  defendants'  grantors.  "When  Judge  Newman, 
upon  the  circuit  bench,  decided  that  the  complaint  stated  no 
cause  of  action,  he  necessarily  decided  not  only  that  no  water- 
course was  alleged,  but  that  the  alleged  agreement  was  worth- 
less. When  the  case  came  here  after  trial,  the  trial  court  had 
found  upon  suflBcient  evidence  that  the  alleged  parol  agree- 
ment was  made  as  alleged,  and  granted  judgment  for  the 
plaintiff  after  finding  this  fact  as  well  as  the  fact  that  there 
was  a  natural  watercourse.  It  was  necessary,  therefore,  for 
this  court  to  decide  whether  that  agreement  was  of  any  va- 
lidity, and  that  question  was  considered  and  decided,  as 
appears  by  the  opinion.  It  seems  clear  to  us  all  that  this 
was  precisely  the  same  question  which  arose  upon  the  de- 
murrer. Upon  demurrer  the  question  upon  this  branch  was 
whether  the  agreement  alleged  was  binding;  upon  final  hear- 


856  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN".         [100 

Case  vs.  Hoffman  and  other& 

ing  the  question  was  whether  the  agreement  proved  (which 
was  the  same  as  the  agreement  alleged)  was  binding.  There 
seems  no  escape  from  this  reasoning,  and  consequently  no 
escape  from  the  conclusion  that  when  Judge  New3£An,  upon 
the  circuit  bench,  held  that  the  alleged  contract  was  worth- 
less, he  in  fact  determined,  so  far  as  that  branch  of  the  case 
is  concerned,  the  same  cause  and  matter  which  this  court 
decided  upon  appeal  from  the  judgment.  It  is  of  no  avail 
to  say  that  this  question  was  not  the  main  question  in  the 
case,  or  that  it  was  dwarfed  into  insignificance  by  the  other 
question.  It  was  an  integral  part  of  the  plaintiflfs  claim  from 
first  to  last.  He  claimed  relief  upon  both  grounds,  and  both 
grounds  necessarily  had  to  be  disposed  of  before  a  judgment 
could  be  rendered.  Convinced,  as  we  are,  that  for  this  rea- 
son Justice  Newman  was  legally  disqualified  to  participate 
in  the  final  determination  of  this  case,  it  becomes  necessary 
to  consider  what  the  effect  of  such  participation  is  upon  the 
judgment. 

At  common  law  it  was  recognized  that  a  judge  who  was  in- 
terested in  the  action  or  of  kin  to  either  party  was  disqualified 
from  sitting  in  a  cause.  Notwithstanding  this  rule,  however^ 
his  judgment  in  the  cause  was  generally  considered  erroneous 
only,  and  not  void,  and  the  objection  might  be  waived  by 
the  parties,  either  expressly  or  impliedly,  by  proceeding 
without  objection  to  the  trial  knowing  the  facts.  Freeman, 
Judgments,  §§  144, 145 ;  Moses  v.  JuU<m^  45  N.  H.  52 ;  8,  C. 
84  Am.  Deo.  114,  and  cases  cited.  "Where,  however,  it  is  ex- 
pressly declared  by  a  constitutional  or  statutory  provision 
that  in  a  certain  specified  case  a  judge  shall  not  sit,  or  shall 
not  act,  or  shall  take  no  part  in  the  decision,  the  almost  uni- 
form current  of  authority  is  to  the  effect  that  any  judgment 
rendered  by  such  judge  in  such  a  case  is  corcrni  nonjudice 
and  void,  and  that  express  consent  will  not  aid  it.  Freeman, 
Judgments,  §  146,  and  cases  cited;  Moses  v.  Julian^  45 N.  H. 
-52,  84  Am.  Dec.  114  (see  note,  p.  130).    The  same  rule  has 
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been  applied  when  the  disqualified  judge  has  acted  simply 
as  one  of  a  bench  composed  of  several  judges,  even  though 
the  vote  of  the  disqualified  judge  was  not  necessary  to  the 
decision;  and  with  greater  force  would  the  reason  of  the 
rule  apply  when,  as  in  this  case,  such  judge  gave  the  casting 
vote  and  decided  the  cause.  OaTdey  v.  AspiivwaU^  3  N.  T. 
547;  Converse  v.  McArthwr^  17  Barb.  410;  Beg.  v.  Justices  of 
Hertfordshire^  6  Q.  B.  753 ;  Beg.  v.  Justices  of  Suffolk^  18 
Q.  B.  416 ;  People  v.  Boric,  96  K  T.  188.  The  reason  is 
stated  in  OaTdey  v.  AspinwaUy  supra,  as  follows:  "Whatever 
a  party  may  consent  to  do,  the  state  cannot  afford  to  yield 
up  its  judiciary  to  such  attack  and  criticism  as  will  inevita- 
bly follow  upon  their  decisions  made  in  disregard  of  the  pro- 
hibitions of  the  law." 

The  rule  seems  to  us  to  be  founded  upon  reason  and  jus- 
tice, and  in  fact  to  be  the  only  safe  rule  to  follow.  It  may 
seem  that  it  was  not  followed  in  the  case  of  Walker  v,  Bogam, 
1  Wis.  597.  In  that  case  two  out  of  three  of  the  justices  of 
this  court  were  disqualified  from  acting  because  they  had 
been  of  counsel  in  the  case,  and  the  parties  stipulated  that 
the  remaining  justice  might  hear  the  case  and  decide  it, 
which  decision  should  be  entered  as  the  decree  of  the  court. 
The  justice  so  named  did  hear  and  decide  the  case  without 
assistance  from  the  other  justices,  but  upon  rendition  of 
judgment  the  other  two  justices  sat  pro  forma,  in  order  to 
make  a  quorum,  without  other  participation  of  any  kind  in 
the  case.  The  presence  of  at  least  one  was  necessary  in 
order  to  make  a  quorum  of  the  court  which  could  pronounce 
judgment.  Under  these  circumstances  the  stipulation  was 
held  binding,  and  the  decree  valid.  The  stern  rule  of  neces- 
sity may,  perhaps,  justify  this  holding,  because  there  seems 
no  other  way  in  which  judgment  could  have  been  pronounced 
in  the  case  until  there  was  a  change  in  the  personnel  of  the 
bench,  which  might  not  be  for  years.  The  case  is  manifestly 
not  the  case  before  us  now,  and  we  certainly  shall  not  ex- 
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tend  its  principle  further  than  it  went.  The  case  of  OaJdey 
V.  AspinwaU,  mpra^  was  mentioned  in  the  opinion  in  that 
case,  and  was  said  to  have  only  a  remote  bearing  upon  the 
<5ase,  which  we  think  is  true. 

Our  conclusion  is  that  the  judgment  must  be  vacated  and 
the  cause  reargued.  This  conclusion  renders  it  unnecessary 
to  consider  the  motion  for  rehearing,  which  has  also  been 
made  by  the  respondent,  as  the  cause  will  be  reargued  pur- 
suant to  the  order  entered  upon  this  motion.  No  costs  will 
be  granted  either  upon  this  motion  or  upon  the  motion  for 
rehearing. 

By  the  Gownt — The  judgment  in  this  court  is  vacated, 
without  costs,  and  the  cause  is  ordered  to  be  reargued. 

CAsseDAY,  0.  J.  I  concur  in  the  opinion  filed  by  my 
Brother  Winslow,  setting  aside  the  judgment  entered  in  this 
court  in  this  case,  and  all  that  is  therein  said  in  praise  of  our 
late  Brother  Newman.  It  logically  follows  from  my  opinion 
and  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Mabshall,  filed  upon  the 
hearing  upon  the  merits,  to  the  effect  that  the  questions  pre- 
sented upon  this  appeal  were  substantially  the  same  as  de- 
termined by  this  court  when  the  case  was  here  upon  the 
former  appeal  (84  Wis.  438),  that  the  trial  judge  from  whom 
that  appeal  was  taken  was,  under  the  statutes,  incompetent 
to  take  part  in  the  decision  of  this  court  upon  any  branch  of 
the  case  upon  the  last  appeal. 

Marshall,  J.  I  concur  in  what  is  said  by  the  Chief  Justice. 

The  cause  was  reargued  May  30, 1898. 

Por  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Bushmill  Bog- 
-era  cfe  HaU^  and  oral  argument  by  A.  B,  Bush/ndl  and  F.  W. 
Hall 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  La  FoUette,  Hwrper^ 
Boe  cfe  Zvmmermcm^  attorneys,  and  James  O,  Flanders^  of 
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counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Flwnders  and  Mr.  G.  E. 
Hoe. 
The  following  opinions  were  filed  June  23, 1898: 

B  ARDEEN,  J.  The  facts  upon  which  this  litigation  is  founded 
are  sufficiently  stated  in  the  opinions  heretofore  written  in 
this  case.  This  case  made  its  first  appearance  in  this  court 
in  1893,  on  an  appeal  from  an  order  sustaining  a  demurrer 
to  the  complaint,  and  is  reported  in  84  Wis.  438.  The  de- 
cision in  the  court  below  was  made  by  the  late  Justice  New- 
man, who  was  then  presiding  at  the  circuit.  The  order  of 
the  circuit  court  was  reversed,  and  the  cause  remanded  for 
further  proceedings  according  to  law.  Issue  was  joined  by 
proper  answers,  testimony  was  taken,  and  findings  and  judg- 
ment were  entered  for  plaintiff.  From  this  judgment,  part 
of  the  defendants,  feeling  aggrieved,  took  this  appeal.  The 
case  was  argued  at  the  January  term  for  1897,  and  on  Sep- 
tember 28th  of  that  year  a  decision  was  announced,  by  a 
divided  court  (Justice  Newman  casting  the  deciding  vote  and 
writing  the  opinion),  reversing  the  judgment  of  the  court 
below.  A  timely  motion  for  a  rehearing  was  made,  and 
subsequently  a  motion  to  vacate  the  judgment  so  entered 
was  submitted,  the  grounds  of  which  sufficiently  appear  in 
the  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Winslow,  reported  herewith.  The 
former  judgment  was  vacated,  and  a  reargument  of  the  case 
ordered.  Additional  briefs  have  been  submitted,  and  the 
court  has  again  been  favored  with  a  restatement  of  the 
claims  of  the  respective  parties  from  able  counsel.  The  case 
now  comes  for  final  determination  upon  the  merits.  The 
plaintiff  insists  that  a  judgment  of  affirmance  should  be  en- 
tered, because  when  the  case  was  first  heard  the  justices  who 
were  qualified  to  hear  it  were  equally  divided  as  to  the  merits 
of  the  case,  and  a  judgment  of  affirmance  under  the  rule 
should  have  been  entered.  It  is  needless  to  say  that  such 
judgment  was  not  entered.    The  judgment  that  was  entered 
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was  void.  It  stood,  however,  as  the  judgment  of  the  court 
until  it  was  vacated,  which  was  at  a  subsequent  term;  and 
when  so  vacated  this  court  had  the  power  either  to  enter 
judgment  or  to  order  a  reargument.  It  saw  fit  to  do  the 
latter,  and  the  case  stands  precisely  as  if  no  judgment  had 
in  fact  been  entered, — to  be  determined  according  to  the 
light  afforded  the  court  by  the  new  argument  and  the  addi- 
tional opportunity  for  reflection  and  consideration  of  the 
matters  involved. 

At  the  outset  one  thing  must  be  noted,  and  that  is,  so  far 
as  applicable  to  the  facts  established  on  the  trial,  the  decis- 
ion first  rendered  upon  the  demurrer  must  be  considered  the 
law  of  this  case.  Whether  good  law  or  bad  law,  it  is,  and 
must  remain,  the  law  by  which  this  court  must  be  guided 
in  all  its  future  action  in  this  case.  We  shall  not  indulge  in 
any  hair-splitting  refinements,  or  in  any  effort  to  discover  a 
double  interpretation  to  be  given  the  former  decision.  The 
issue  raised  by  the  demurrer,  giving  the  language  of  the 
complaint  its  usual  and  ordinary  interpretation,  was  whether 
it  described  a  watercourse  to  and  over  plaintiff's  land.  The 
facts  were  set  out  in  detail,  and  the  court  considered  them 
in  the  light  most  favorable  to  the  defendants'  present  con- 
tention. Upon  such  consideration  it  was  then  decided  that 
a  watercourse  was  described,  "  although  it  showed  that  the 
stream  spread  over  wide  reaches  of  marsh  and  swamp  lands, 
and  percolated  the  soil  in  many  and  most  places  "  between 
its  source  and  the  place  where  it  was  again  collected  into  a 
well-defined  stream.  Whether  this  determination  is  sup- 
ported by  authority,  or  whether  it  is  "  absurd  or  inconse- 
quential," it  is  not  our  present  purpose  to  inquire.  It  is  the 
law  of  this  case  in  plain  and  unmistakable  language,  and  by 
which  we  must  be  governed. 

By  reference  to  the  findings  of  the  trial  court,  we  find 
that  he  has  followed  with  great  fidelity  the  facts  set  out  in 
the  complaint.    He  finds  that  under  natural  conditions  the 
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Btream  had  its  soiirce  in  certain  living  springs,  which  dis- 
charge their  waters,  by  definite  and  clearly  marked  chan- 
nels, into  Big  Lake,  and  thence  southeast,  though  not  by  a 
continuous  sorface  channel,  but  with  a  definite  and  clea^y 
marked  fiow,  across  other  lands,  and  on  and  past  plaintiff's 
lands,  and  into  the  West  Branch  of  Bearer  creek,  and  that 
in  so  doing  the  water  spread  ont  in  places,  and  flowed  over 
and  through  the  moss  and  peat,  and  in  many  places  made 
for  itself  bed,  banks,  and  channels,  some  of  which  still  exist, 
and  was  of  such  volume,  when  confined  to  a  narrow  chan- 
nel like  the  canal  in  question,  as  to  be  capable  of  floating 
saw  logs.  His  findings,  so  far  as  the  source,  direction,  and 
volnme  of  the  stream  are  concerned,  support  the  allegations 
of  the  complaint,  and  in  some  of  the  main  particulars  are 
even  stronger  than  alleged  therein.  His  findings  in  these  re- 
spects are  most  earnestly  challenged  as  not  being  supported 
by  the  evidence,  and  as  being  contrary  to  the  real  weight 
of  the  evidence.  The  earnestness  of  this  contention  has  in- 
duced the  court  to  examine  with  the  most  painstaking  care 
and  thoroughness  the  great  mass  of  testimony  preserved  in 
the  printed  record,  and  to  consult  the  many  maps  and  ex- 
hibits in  the  case,  which  are  claimed  to  possess  helpful  value. 
This  examination  leads  to  the  disclosure  that  as  to  very 
many  of  the  main  facts  the  evidence  is  in  irreconcilable  con- 
flict. A  finding  either  way  upon  many  of  the  disputed  ques- 
tions would  find  support  in  the  evidence  submitted.  Such 
sharp  confiicts,  such  positive  contradictions,  emph^Uiize  the 
necessity  of  the  appellate  court  adopting  the  rule  of  not  dis- 
turbing the  findings  of  the  trial  court  unless  they  are  clearly 
a^inst  the  preponderance  of  the  evidence.  The  trial  judge 
possesses  many  advantages  of  judging  the  credibility  of  wit- 
nesses. He  becomes  invested  with  many  facts,  circumstances, 
and  details  on  the  trial  that  cannot  be  transmitted  to  us; 
and  when  it  is  evident  that  be  has  reviewed  the  case  with 
care,  and  that  he  has  sought,  as  seems  in  this  case  to  have 
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been  done,  to  carefully  and  impartially  distinguish  the  trae 
from  the  false,  his  conclusions  ought  not  lightly  to  be  brushed 
aside.  We  find  this  to  be  a  case  where  the  situation  of  the 
trial  judge  must  have  been  very  helpful  in  arriving  at  a  con- 
clusion. A  careful  review  of  the  evidence  in  detail  con- 
vinces us  that  the  findings  of  the  court  below  ought  not  to 
be  disturbed.  It  would  serve  no  useful  purpose  to  discuss 
the  evidence  at  length.  The  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Mab- 
sHALL,  filed  at  the  former  hearing,  contains  a  sufficiently 
ample  discussion  of  the  evidence  to  support  the  conclusion 
we  have  reached. 

The  findings  of  the  court  in  regard  to  the  so-called  Good- 
year contract  cannot  be  successfully  impeached.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  but  that  such  a  contract  was  made,  that  it  was 
founded  upon  a  valuable  consideration,  and  that,  so  far  as 
the  plaintiff's  use  of  the  water  from  the  canal  is  concerned, 
his  rights  were  open,  visible,  and  notorious.  The  findings 
seem  to  be  strictly  in  accord  with  the  great  weight  of  the 
evidence,  and  with  all  the  probabilities  of  the  case.  At  the 
time  the  defendant  Hoffmwn,  made  his  alleged  purchase  of 
the  Goody  ears'  interest  in  the  canal,  he  found  this  contract 
so  far  executed  that  the  lateral  waste- water  ditch  had  been 
dug  to  the  eastward,  and  plaintiff  had  tapped  the  main  canal, 
and  was  in  the  enjoyment  of  a  supply  of  water  therefrom 
for  the  purpose  of  cranberry  cultivation.  The  main  canal 
had  been  dug  across  plaintiff's  land  without  his  consent,  and 
the  great  volume  of  the  water  that  came  to  his  land  natu- 
rally had  been  diverted  to  the  south.  In  times  of  high  water, 
large  quantities  of  logs  and  dfebris  escaped  from  the  canal, 
and  were  deposited  upon  plaintiff's  land.  The  plaintiff  had 
made  a  claim  for  damages  by  reason  thereof.  He  then 
agreed  to  permit  the  canal  to  remain  where  it  had  been  con- 
structed, and  to  forego  the  claim  for  damages;  and  the  Good- 
years  built  the  waste- water  ditch  to  the  eastward,  and  from 
which  the  plaintiff  was  to  receive  so  much  water  as  was  rea- 
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sonably  necessary  for  his  cranberry  culture.  As  between  the 
Goodyears  and  the  plaintiff,  it  was  a  valid  and  binding  con- 
tract, and,  as  we  think,  enforceable  in  equity.  The  location 
of  the  canal,  and  plaintiff's  open  enjoyment  of  the  rights  and 
privileges  appurtenant  thereto,  was  notice  to  Hoffman  of  the 
plain tiflTs  rights;  and  he  was  likewise  chargeable  with  notice 
that  the  waters  of  a  natural  stream  had  been  diverted  from 
their  usual  course,  and  that  it  was  impossible  to  restore  the 
flow  to  its  former  course.  With  these  conditions  before  him 
at  the  time  of  his  purchase  of  the  Goodyear  interests,  he  took 
the  same  with  the  duties  and  obligations  imposed  upon  his 
grantors,  so  far  as  they  were  disclosed  by  the  situation.  The 
attempt  to  alter  the  conditions,  and  to  divert  the  flow  of 
water  entirely  from  plaintiffs  land,  was  therefore  wrongful 
and  without  right  or  authority.  The  plaintiff  was  entitled 
to  the  flow  that  came  from  Big  Lake  in  a  state  of  nature, 
and  that  right  continued,  notwithstanding  the  waters  had 
been  gathered  into  a  channel  and  diverted  from  their  origi- 
nal course.  With  a  view  of  settling  the  controversy  forever 
between  the  parties,  the  court  found  the  plaintiff  entitled  to 
receive  such  an  amount  of  water  as  would  flow  through  an 
orifice  six  by  ten  inches  in  a  sluice  box  in  the  canal,  under  a 
minimum  head  of  two-tenths  of  a  foot,  which  he  finds  is  leas 
than  came  to  his  lands  in  a  state  of  nature.  The  evidence 
folly  sustains  this  finding,  if,  indeed,  it  does  not  show  that 
he  was  entitled  to  more  water  than  was  awarded  him. 

The  court's  findings  establish  the  fact  that  the  canal  in 
question  became  a  substitute  for  a  natural  watercourse,  and 
that  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  receive  therefrom  so  much 
water  as  was  reasonably  necessary  for  cranberry  cultivation 
on  his  land,  under  the  limitations  stated.  He  required  the 
plaintiff  to  construct  and  maintain  a  waste  gate  on  his  land, 
as  an  outlet  in  times  of  flood.  He  enjoined  upon  the  defend- 
ants the  duty  to  restore  the  waters  to  the  canal  as  originally 
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constructed,  and  to  build  and  maintain  a  dam  or  bulkhead 
to  hold  back  the  water  adjudged  to  the  plaintiff.  To  this 
extent  the  court  would  seem  to  have  been  justified  by  plain 
principles  of  equity.  But  he  goes  further,  and  adjudges  that 
the  defendants,  "  their  heirs,  grantees  or  assigns,  shall  perpet- 
ually keep  such  canal  in  such  condition  of  repair  that  the 
quantity  of  water  hereinbefore  found  to  be  due  the  plaintiff 
may  at  all  times  be  received  by  him  in  the  manner  stated," 
and,  in  case  of  their  failure  so  to  do,  then  plaintiff  might  re- 
pair the  same  at  their  expense.  The  plaintiff's  rights  in 
the  premises  are  based  upon  the  fact  that  water  came  to 
his  land  naturally,  and  that  the  canal  has  become  and  is  a 
natural  watercourse.  In  a  state  of  nature,  the  water  came 
to  him  en  masse  and  uncontrolled.  Being  delivered  to  him 
at  this  time  by  means  of  the  canal,  he  is  possessed  of  much 
greater  advantages  of  control  over  it.  It  thereby  becomes 
much  more  available  for  his  use  than  formerly,  and  this  fact 
must  have  weight  with  a  court  of  equity,  when  considering 
the  mutual  obligations  of  the  parties.  Such  being  the  foun- 
dation of  the  plaintiff's  rights,  and  the  fact  being  admitted 
that  the  manner  in  which  the  water  is  now  delivered  to 
plaintiff  from  above  is  an  advantage  to  him  over  the  old 
way,  it  is  not  exactly  clear  to  us  why  defendants  should  be 
charged  with  the  perpetual  maintenance  of  this  "natural 
watercourse  "  above  the  plaintiff's  land.  Certainly  the  de- 
fendants ought  to  be  required  to  restore  the  canal  to  the 
condition  it  was  before  their  unlawful  interference,  and  to 
keep  up  the  canal  on  his  lands  as  heretofore  suggested. 
They  should  also  be  restrained  from  in  any  way  interfering 
with  or  diverting  the  flow  of  water  from  Big  Lake  through 
this  canal.  The  fact  that  the  waters  from  the  Bear  Bluff 
canal  had  been  turned  into  it  gave  defendants  no  right  to 
divert  aU  the  waters  that  came  down  the  main  channel.  The 
court  saw  fit  to  apportion  the  waters  between  the  parties  on 
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a  basis  deemed  just  and  equitable,  and  that  finding  cannot 
be  disturbed.  The  defendants  seek  to  carry  water  to  the 
southward,  in  order  to  improve  and  cultivate  their  own 
lands.  To  do  so,  and  not  to  interfere  with  the  water  rights 
of  plaintiff,  it  was  necessary  that  the  bulkhead  should  be 
constructed  on  plaintiff's  land.  Therefore  it  seems  but  just 
that  defendants  should  be  required  to  maintain  the  same  so 
long  as  they  continue  to  receive  water  from  this  source. 

As  successors  to  the  Goodyear  interests,  the  defendants 
were  only  chargeable  with  such  notice  of  the  plaintiff's 
rights  as  the  actual  situation  presented.  So  far  as  we  can 
discover,  there  is  no  evidence  that  defendants  had  actual 
knowledge  of  the  terms  of  the  contract  between  the  Good- 
years  and  plaintiff.  Finding  plaintiff  in  the  actual  enjoy- 
ment of  certain  rights  and  privileges  in  the  canal  which 
were  open,  visible,  and  notorious,  the  defendants,  in  equity, 
were  bound  to  respect  those  rights  as  they  appeared,  and  to 
make  due  inquiry  as  to  their  duration  and  extent.  There 
is  nothing  in  the  Goodyears'  contract  with  him  that  com- 
pelled them  to  a  perpetual  maintenance  of  this  canal.  Kor, 
as  we  understand  it,  does  the  proof  show  that  defendants 
are  the  owners  of  all  the  land  through  which  the  canal  flows 
before  it  reaches  the  plaintiff's  land.  The  Goodyear  fran- 
chise (ch.  271,  Laws  of  1883),  by  its  terms,  gave  them  the 
power  to  handle,  own,  and  control  the  canal  for  the  term 
of  ten  years  from  the  passage  of  that  act.  At  the  expira- 
tion of  that  time  the  right  to  collect  tolls  for  floating  tim- 
bers thereon  ceased.  There  was  no  implied  obligation  to 
keep  up  and  maintain  the  ditch  on  their  part  after  the  ex- 
piration of  this  period.  Hoffmom  succeeded  to  the  riglits 
of  the  Goodyears  in  October,  1889.  By  the  instrument  of 
assignment,  Hoffman  took  the  "  rights,  franchises,  privileges, 
obligations,  and  duties  conferred,  granted,  and  imposed  "  on 
them  by  virtue  of  the  act  of  1883;  and  he  also  agreed  with 
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them  "  to  keep  and  maintain  in  proper  repair,  and  keep  re- 
paired, said  ditch  or  canal,"  to  save  the  Goodyears  harmless 
from  all  liability,  and  to  furnish  them  with  water  to  irrigate 
their  cranberry  lands  contiguous  to  said  canal.  This  cove- 
nant to  repair  the  ditch  was  personal  to  the  Goodyears,  and 
cannot  be  invoked  to  sustain  the  judgment.  The  plaintiff 
might  profit  incidentally  by  its  enforcement,  but  he  can 
compel  its  enforcement  only  so  far  as  it  affected  his  rights 
of  which  the  grantees  of  the  Goodyears  were  bound  to  take 
notice.  The  plaintiff's  right  to  perpetually  take  water  from 
the  canal  being  based  upon  the  theory  that  it  has  become  a 
natural  watercourse  to  his  land,  such  right  cannot  be  ampli- 
fied to  the  extent  of  casting  the  burden  of  its  perpetual 
maintenance  upon  those  who  desire  to  make  use  of  such 
water  as  flows  past  him  to  the  south.  Undoubtedly  the  en- 
joyment of  the  water  flowing  past  plaintiff's  land  will  ne- 
cessitate the  maintenance  of  the  canal  above,  and  to  that 
extent  plaintiff  will  receive  incidental  benefits;  but  there  is 
nothing  in  the  situation  that  we  can  discover  that  will  pre- 
vent defendants  from  abandoning  their  privileges.  They 
ought  not  to  be  permitted  in  any  way  to  divert  the  water 
or  lessen  its  flow  from  Big  Lake.  So  long  as  they  seek  to 
continue  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  the  water  in  the  canal 
below  plaintiff's  lands,  they  should  be  compelled  to  main- 
tain the  dam  or  bulkhead  as  adjudged  by  the  court;  but, 
should  they  desire  to  abandon  such  use,  then  they  should  be 
freed  from  any  obligation  to  maintain  the  canal  at  any  point. 
In  so  far  as  the  judgment  imposes  the  burden  on  defendants 
to  perpetually  maintain  the  bulkhead  on  plaintiff's  land,  and 
the  canal  above  the  same,  it  cannot  be  sustained.  The  judg- 
ment should  require  defendants  to  restore  the  water  to  the 
channel  as  it  flowed  before  their  unlawful  interference,  and 
they  should  be  restrained  from  in  any  way  interfering  with 
or  diverting  the  flow  of  water  from  Big  Lake.    They  should 
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also  be  required  to  build  the  bulkhead  on  plaintiff's  land  ai» 
adjudged  by  the  court,  and  to  maintain  the  same  so  long  as 
they  continue  to  use  the  water  flowing  past  said  land.  No 
obligation  in  favor  of  plaintiff  should  be  imposed  on  them 
to  maintain  the  canal  above  his  land. 

By  the  Court —  That  part  of  the  judgment  which  is  con- 
trary to  this  opinion  is  reversed,  and  the  judgment  in  all 
other  respects  is  affirmed,  and  the  cause  is  remanded  for 
further  proceedings  in  accordance  with  this  opinion.  No 
costs  are  allowed  to  either  party,  except  that  the  respondent 
shall  pay  the  fees  of  the  clerk  of  this  court. 

•WiNSLow,  J.  I  do  not  intend  to  add  materially  to  the 
literature  of  this  unfortunate  case,  but  simply  wish  to  record 
my  dissent  from  the  principal  conclusions  which  have  now 
been  reached  by  the  majority  of  the  court.  In  my  opinion, 
there  is  no  satisfactory  evidence  in  the  case  which  sustains 
the  findings  of  the  trial  court  upon  the  main  question  of  an 
ancient  watercourse.  Granting,  as  I  cheerfully  do,  that  the 
decision  upon  the  demurrer  to  the  complaint  is  the  law  of 
this  case,  I  still  do  not  think  that  a  watercourse  was  shown 
within  that  decision.  The  evidence  shows,  to  my  mind, 
simply  a  vast  marsh,  miles  in  extent,  into  which  waters  from 
Big  Lake  oozed,  and  surface  waters  collected,  permeating 
the  soil,  and  became  practically  stagnant  and  lifeless,  form- 
ing a  vast  expanse  of  bog,  moss,  and  slime.  Out  of  this 
swamp,  also,  waters  oozed  at  other  places  towards  the  east; 
but  to  say  that  it  was  a  watercourse  is,  to  my  mind,  simply 
a  contradiction  of  terms.  By  the  same  reasoning  there  is 
scarcely  a  marsh  in  the  state  which  could  not  be  converted 
into  a  watercourse,  and  the  owners  subjected  to  all  the  duties 
and  limitations  which  devolve  upon  the  owners  of  the  banks 
of  a  watercourse.  Nor  can  I  subscribe  to  the  idea  that  the 
oral  contract  with  Goodyear  fastened  a  perpetual  servitude 
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for  all  time  upon  the  lands  which  Goodyear  owned,  in  whose- 
fioever  hands  they  might  come,  to  furnish  water  to  the  plaint- 
iff through  the  artificial  canaL  Hence  I  think  this  judgment 
should  be  reversed  m  toto. 

I  am  authorized  to  state  that  Mr.  Justice  PnnsfEY  concurs 
in  these  views. 

A  motion  for  a  rehearing  was  dismissed  September  20, 1898. 
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Muttidpai  eorporationa:  Dieeontinuanoe  of  streets:  Variance  between 
general  laws  and  charter  provisums:  Amendment  and  r^f^eal  of 
etatviee. 

L  By  sea  004^  R.  3.  1878,  village  boarda  were  authorized  to  discontinue 
any  street  or  alley,  or  any  part  thereof,  upon  petition  of  all  the  own- 
ers of  lots  or  lands  on  such  street  or  alley, "  and  not  otherwise,^  Sec 
937  provided  that  **  the  common  council  of  every  city  may  exercise 
all  the  powers  conferred  on  village  boards  by  sections  895-004."  The 
language  of  sea  904  was  incorporated  into  the  city  charter  of  Janes- 
ville  (sec.  6,  subch.  YII,  ch.  221,  Laws  of  1882),  except  that  the  words 
"city  "  and  "common  council "  were  substituted  for  "village  "  and 
"  board  of  trustee&"  Held,  that  the  city  of  Janesville  was  thereby 
taken  completely  out  from  under  the  general  statutes  mentioned, 
so  far  as  discontinuing  or  vacating  any  street  or  alley,  or  any  part 
thereof,  was  concerned. 

2.  By  ch.  174^  Laws  of  1891,  sec.  904,  R.  S.  1878,  was  amended  so  as  to 
authorizse  village  boards  to  discontinue  streets  and  alleys  upon  pe- 
tition of  a  part  only  of  the  owners  of  lands  thereon;  and  ch.  118, 
Laws  of  1895,  provided  that  sec.  927,  R.  S.  1878,  be  amended  by  in- 
serting certain  words  therein,  "so  that  said  section,  when  amended, 
shall  read  as  follows: "  —  reciting  the  section  at  length.  Constru- 
ing these  acts  in  the  light  of  the  statutory  rules  of  constniction 
(Beo&  4966,  4987,  R  a  1878),  and  of  sea  46,  subch.  XII  of  the  Janes- 
ville charter  (providing  that  "  no  general  law  of  this  state  contra- 
vening the  provisions  of  "  said  charter  "  shall  be  considered  as  re- 
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X>ealing,  amending  or  modifying  the  same  unless  such  purpose  be 
expressly  set  forth  in  said  law  "),  it  is  hdd  that  there  is  nothing  in 
either  of  them  evinoing  an  intention  to  modify  or  repeal  the  pro- 
Tision  of  the  charter  in  respect  to  discontinuing  streets  or  alleys, 
and  hence  that  they  did  not  have  that  effect  The  recital  or  re- 
enactment,  in  ch.  118,  Laws  of  1895,  of  sea  937  as  amended,  merely 
continued  in  force  the  provisions  re^nacted,  and  did  not  give  any 
new  significance  to  the  words  **  common  council  of  every  city,"  so 
as  to  make  the  amended  section  904  applicable  to  the  city  of  Janes- 
ville. 
8.  One  legislature  has  no  power  to  bind  a  subsequent  legislature  as  to 
the  form  of  expression  to  be  used  in  repealing  or  modifying  a  prior 
statute. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Kock  county : 
John  R.  Bennett,  Circuit  Judge.    JSeversed. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefe  by  Sutherlcmd  & 
Nolcm^  attorneys,  and  Durvwiddie  &  Wheder^  of  counsel,  and 
oral  argument  by  B.  F.  Dimwiddie  and  T.  S,  Nolcm.  They 
argued,  among  other  things,  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
legislature,  when  it  enacted  sec.  6,  subch.  VII,  of  the  charter, 
to  make  the  procedure  therein  laid  down  a  special  procedure 
for  the  city  of  JanesvUle^  and  exclusive  of  the  general  stat- 
ute. It  is  a  later  act  and  a  special  act,  and  the  intent  to 
take  the  city  out  from  under  the  provisions  of  sec.  927,  E.  S. 
1878,  is  clearly  expressed.  OloversviUe  v.  Howell^  70  N".  Y. 
287;  Brcmdt  v.  Milwaukee^  69  Wis.  386;  Crams  v.  Reeder^ 
22  Mich.  322,  and  cases  cited ;  State  v.  Kelley^  34  N.  J.  Law, 
75;  State  ex  rd.  Lum  v,  Archibald^  43  Minn.  328;  State  exrd, 
ChUda  V.  Bouthj  61  id.  205 ;  23  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law, 
479 ;  KoToh  v.  OttoAjoa^  83  Am.  Dec.  255.  The  amendment 
of  sec.  904  by  ch.  174,  Laws  of  1891,  neither  amends  the 
provisions  of  the  city  charter,  nor  the  provisions  of  sec.  927, 
and  the  latter  section  is  in  no  wise  affected  thereby.  Tumey 
V.  Wilton^  36  HI.  385,  393 ;  Flandera  v.  Merrimack,  48  Wis. 
676;  Knapp  v.  JBrookh/Uy  97  N.  Y.  520;  Corma.  v.  KendaR, 
144  Mass.  357;  CuVver  v.  People  ex  rd,  KocJierspergerj  161 
HI.  89;  i^  7*^  GomrrCrB  of  Lunatic  Asylum:  Ex  parte  jRoss- 
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morey  8  Ir.  Eep.  Eq.  366 ;  Cla/rke  v.  Bradlcmghy  8  Q.  B.  Div. 
63;  Sfiha  v.  G.  <&  N.  W.  H.  Co.  21  Wis.  370;  People  v.  Gluniey 
70  Cal.  604.  It  follows,  therefore,  that  it  is  to  the  provisions 
of  sec.  904,  E.  S.  1878,  at  the  time  of  the  adoption  of  sec.  9^7, 
that  we  must  resort  to  ascertain  the  procedure  to  be  followed 
in  the  vacation  of  streets  under  the  authority  oonfef red  by 
sec.  927,  and  not  to  its  amended  provisions  as  found  in  ch. 
174,  Laws  of  1891,  unless  ch.  118,  Laws  of  1896,  amending 
sec.  927,  makes  sec.  904  in  its  amended  form  applicable. 

JF.  C.  Bv/rpee^  city  attorney,  and  Wm.  Ruger^  of  counsel,  for 
the  respondent  city  of  JcmesmUe,  contended,  mter  alia,  that 
in  Diet3  v.  Neenah^  91  "Wis.  422,  decided  more  than  four  years 
after  sec.  904  was  in  its  present  form,  it  was  taken  for  granted 
that  sees.  896-904  as  then  existing  were  applicable  to  the 
city  of  Neenah.  See,  also,  James  v.  Darlington^  71  Wis.  173 ; 
Haymond  v.  Sheboygam^^  76  id.  335 ;  Johnson  v.  Milwa/ukee^  88 
id.  386;  Boyd  v.  Milwaukee,  92  id.  466. 

For  the  respondent  Chicago  cfe  Itorthwestem  BaUway  Comr 
pamy  there  was  a  brief  by  Fish,  Ga/ry,  Uphann  cfe  Blacky  and 
oral  argument  by  R.  N.  McMyrm.  To  the  point  that  sec. 
904,  E.  S.  1878,  as  amended,  was  made  in  its  new  form  ap- 
plicable to  the  city  of  JanesviUe,  and  operated  to  repeal  so 
much  of  the  charter  of  said  city  as  was  inconsistent  there- 
with, they  cited  Kellogg  v.  OshTcoshy  14  Wis.  623 ;  Brigktman 
V.  JKimeTy  22  id.  64, 69,  60 ;  Raymond  v.  Sheboyga/n,  76  id.  336 ; 
Johnson  V.  Milwaukee,  88  id.  386;  Boyd  v.  Milwaukee,  92  id. 
456. 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  May  24, 1898 : 

Oassodat,  0.  J.  It  appears  from  the  record  that  August 
31,  1897,  application  was  made  by  petition  in  writing  to 
the  common  council  of  the  city  for  the  vacation  of  all  those 
parts  of  Wall  street  and  Marion  street,  in  Mitchell's  addi- 
tion to  Jam^sville,  according  to  the  recorded  plat  thereof, 
which  are  situated  between  a  right  line  drawn  from  a  point 
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in  the  gouth  line  of  lot  6,  in  said  addition,  145  feet  westerly 
from  the  southeast  comer  of  said  lot,  to  the  northwest  corner 
of  lot  4,  in  said  addition,  and  a  right  line  drawn  diag<»ially 
across  said  street  from  the  northeast  corner  of  lot  3,  in  said 
addition,  to  a  point  in  the  south  line  of  lot  7,  in  said  addi- 
tion, thirty-four  and  one-half  feet  easterly  from  the  south- 
west comer  of  said  lot  7;  that  such  petition  was  signed  by 
all  the  owners  of  lots  and  lands  on  the  portions  of  the  streets 
so  proposed  to  be  vacated,  but  only  by  two  thirds  of  the 
owners  of  lots  and  lands  on  the  remainder  of  such  streets ; 
that  upon  due  notice  having  been  given  that  such  applica- 
tion would  be  acted  upon  by  the  common  council  Septem- 
ber 15,  18&Y,  and  in  pursuance  thereof,  the  mayor  and  com- 
mon council  of  the  city  of  Janesville  did,  on  that  day,  resolve 
and  order  that  all  of  that  part  of  Wall  street  and  all  of  that 
part  of  Marion  street,  described,  be,  and  each  such  part  of 
each  of  said  streets  was  thereby  declared,  vacated  and  dis- 
continued, and  it  was  therein  further  ordered  that  the  city 
clerk  cause  such  resolution  and  order,  and  the  map  showing 
the  location  of  the  parts  of  said  streets  thereby  vacated,  to 
be  recorded;  that  November  17,  18&7,  the  plaintiflf,  who 
owned  considerable  real  estate  abutting  on  a  portion  of  said 
Wall  street  not  so  described,  and  who  did  not  sign  such  pe- 
tition, commenced  this  action,  alleging  more  fully  and  in 
detail  the  facts  stated,  and  prayed  judgment,  as  well  on  his 
own  behalf  as  on  behalf  of  all  others  interested,  that  the  de- 
fendants, and  each  and  every  of  them,  be  forever  restrained 
from  vacating  the  portions  of  said  streets  mentioned,  and 
from  stopping,  obstructing,  or  interfering  with  the  same ; 
that,  upon  the  hearing  of  such  application  for  an  injunction 
against  the  defendants  and  each  of  them,  it  was  ordered  by 
the  court  that  the  same  be,  and  the  same  was  thereby,  de- 
nied.   From  that  order  the  plaintiflf  brings  this  appeal. 

By  the  Revised  Statutes  of  1878  it  was  provided  that, 
"  upon  the  petition  in  writing  of  all  the  owners  of  lots  or 
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land  on  any  street  or  alley  in  such  village,  and  not  other- 
wise, the  board  of  trustees  may  discontinue  such  street  or 
alley  or  any  part  thereof."  R.  S.  sec.  904.  "  The  board  of 
trustees  of  every  such  village,  and  the  common  council  of  eoery 
cU/y,  may  exercise  all  the  powers  ccMif erred  on  village  boards 
by  sections  895  to  904  inclusive,  and  proceed  in  the  manner 
therein  prescribed,  to  lay  out  and  c^n,  change,  widen  or 
extend,  any  street,  lane,  alley,  public  ground,  square  or  other 
place,  or  to  construct  or  open,  alter,  enlarge  or  extend  any 
drain,  canal  or  sewer,  or  alter,  widen  or  straighten  any  water- 
course, or  take  ground  for  (any  street,  lane,  aUey,  public 
ground,  square  or  other  place,  or  for  sewers  or  drainage  pur- 
poses, or  for)  the  use  or  improvement  of  a  harbor,  as  well  as 
by  the  provisions  of  their  respective  charters;  and  the  pro- 
visions of  the  sections  aforesaid  shall  be  taken  as  applicable 
to  such  villages  and  cities."  R.  S.  1878,  sec.  927.  The  words 
in  parentheses  were  inserted  by  ch.  118,  Laws  of  1895,  and 
their  effect  upon  the  question  here  involved  will  be  con- 
sidered later.  "  All  the  laws  c<Mitained  in  these  revised  stat- 
utes shall  apply  to  and  be  in  force  in  each  and  every  city 
and  village  in  the  state  so  far  as  the  same  are  applicable,  and 
not  inconsistent  with  the  charter  of  emy  such  city  or  viUoffe; 
but  when  the  provisions  of  any  such  charter  are  at  variance 
with  the  provisions  of  these  revised  statutes,  the  provisions 
of  such  charters  shall  prevail,  unless  a  different  intention  be 
plainly  manifested."    R.  S.  1878,  sec.  4986. 

Such  were  the  general  provisions  of  the  statutes  pertinent 
to  the  facts  st-ated  when  the  charter  of  JanesviUe  and  its 
amendments  were  consolidated  and  amended  by  ch.  221, 
Laws  of  1882.  By  sec.  6  of  subch.  VII  of  that  act,  the  lan- 
guage of  sec.  904,  R.  S.  1878,  quoted,  was  incorporated  into 
the  city  charter,  except  that  the  word  "  village  "  was  changed 
to  "  city,"  and  the  words  "  board  of  trustees  "  to  "  common 
council;  "  and  then,  by  sec.  46  of  subch.  XII  of  the  same  act, 
it  was  provided  that  "  no  general  law  of  this  state  contra- 
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vening  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  considered  as  re- 
peaUng,  amending  or  modifying  the  same,  unless  such  purpose 
be  expressly  set  forth  in  said  law."  Notwithstanding  the 
similarity  of  the  language  contained  in  sec.  904,  E.  S.  1878, 
and  sec.  6  of  suboh.  VII  of  the  charter,  yet,  upon  well-rec- 
ognized rules  of  construction,  it  must  be  admitted  that,  by 
the  charter  provisions  mentioned,  the  city  of  Ja/nesviUe  was 
taken  completely  out  from  under  the  general  statutes  quoted, 
so  far  as  discontinuing  or  vacating  any  "  street  or  alley,  or 
any  part  thereof,"  was  concerned.  The  provisions  of  the 
charter  mentioned  required  that  the  petition  for  discontinu- 
ing or  vacating  any  such  "  street  or  alley,  or  any  part  thereof," 
should  be  signed  by  "  all  the  owners  of  the  lots  or  land  "  on 
any  such  street  or  alley  in  the  city,  "  and  not  otherwise." 
In  the  case  at  bar  it  is  conceded  that  only  a  part  of  such  own- 
ers signed  the  petition.  If  the  provisions  of  the  charter 
mentioned,  therefore,  remain  in  force,  then,  obviously,  the 
common  council  had  no  authority  nor  power  to  discontinue 
and  vacate  the  portions  of  the  streets  in  question.  It  becomes 
necessary,  therefore,  to  determine  whether  the  provisions  of 
the  charter  mentioned  have,  since  their  enactment  in  1882, 
been  modified  or  superseded  by  any  legislative  enactment. 
By  ch.  174,  Laws  of  1891,  sec.  904,  E.  S.  1878,  was  "amended 
so  as  to  read  as  follows :  Cpon  petition  iri  writing  of  the 
owners  of  lots  on,  or  land  on  any  street  or  alley  in  such  vil- 
lage, the  board  of  trustees  may  discontinue  such  street  or 
alley,  or  any  part  thereof ;  provided,  that  all  the  owners  of 
lots  or  land  on  the  portion  of  such  street  or  alley  proposed 
to  be  vacated  and  two  thirds  of  the  owners  of  lots  or  land 
on  the  remainder  of  such  street  or  alley,  shall  sign  such  peti- 
tion, and  not  otherwise."  In  addition  there  was  a  clause  as 
to  giving  notice.  There  is  no  pretense  that  this  act  of  itself 
modified  or  superseded  the  provisions  of  the  charter  men- 
tioned; and  there  is  no  ground  for  claiming,  and  we  do  not 
understand  that  there  is  any  claim,  that  the  mere  fact  that 
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sec.  927,  as  contained  in  the  Eevised  Statutes  of  1878,  gave 
to  "  the  common  council  of  every  city  ...  all  the  pow- 
ers conferred  on  village  boards  by  sections  895  to  904,  inclu- 
sive," operated,  of  itself,  to  extend  the  provisions  of  ch.  174, 
Laws  of  1891,  to  the  city  of  JcmesviUe.  That  act  was  a  '^  gen- 
eral law,''  and  if,  by  implication,  it  can  possibly  be  regarded 
as  contravening  the  provisions  of  the  charter  mentioned,  still 
the  charter  declares,  in  a  section  quoted,  that  it  shall  not 
"  be  considered  as  repealing,  amending  or  modifying  "  any 
provisions  of  the  charter.  Sec.  46,  subch.  XII.  And  that 
is  consistent  with  the  rule  of  construction  declared  by  sec. 
4986,  quoted,  and  also  in  harmony  with  the  section  of  the 
statutes  which  declares  that  ^^  none  of  the  general  provisions 
of  these  revised  statutes  shall  be  construed  so  as  to  affect  or 
repeal  the  provisions  of  any  special  acts  relating  to  particu- 
lar counties,  towns,  cities  or  villages  or  the  officers  or  offices 
thereof,  unless  such  special  acts  are  enumerated  in  the  acts 
hereby  repealed."  K.  S.  1878,  sec.  4987.  Such  rules  of  con- 
struction have  frequently  been  sanctioned  and  applied  by 
this  court.  Walworth  Co.  v.  Whitewater^  17  Wis.  193;  Janes- 
viUe  V.  MarkoCj  18  "Wis.  350;  Thompson  v,  Milwaukee,  69  Wis. 
495;  James  v.  Darlington,  71  Wis.  173. 

The  principal  contention  is  to  the  effect  that  when  sec.  927, 
R.  S.  1878,  quoted  above,  was  amended  by  ch.  118,  Laws  of 
1895,  by  inserting  the  words  inclosed  in  parentheses,  as  there 
indicated,  and  then  re-enacted  as  so  amended,  the  words, 
"  common  council  of  every  city,"  contained  in  the  section 
before  the  amendment,  as  well  as  afterwards,  acquired  by 
such  re-enactment  a  new  significance,  which  they  did  not 
previously  possess,  and  operated  to  repeal,  amend,  or  mod- 
ify the  provision  of  the  charter  so  as  to  require  such  petition 
to  be  signed  only  by  a  part  of  such  lot  or  land  owners,  in- 
stead of  all,  as  required  by  the  charter.  But  such  re-enact- 
ment cannot  properly  have  any  such  new  significance.  It 
«vas  merely  in  cpmplianco  vntii  a  legislative  rule  made  for 
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the  purpose  of  enabling  all  to  nnderstand  any  section  amended 
without  further  research.  Bule  12,  Joint  Bules  of  Senate 
and  Assembly.  This  court  has  repeatedly  held,  in  effect, 
that  where  a  section  of  the  statutes  is  re-enacted  with  cer- 
tain additions,  the  provisions  so  re-enacted  continue  in  force 
without  interruption.  FuUertan  v.  Sprmg^  8  Wis.  667 ;  SmUh 
V.  Sndih,  19  Wis.  622;  Laude  v.  O.  ds  N.  W.  B.  Co.  88  Wis. 
640;  SckrfteU  v.  Tdhert^  46  Wis.  489;  QUhey  v.  Cook,  60 
Wis.  183;  State  esu  rd.  Bergmthal  v.  BergentJuxlj  72  Wis.  819; 
Oox  V.  North  Wis.  L.  Co.  82  Wis.  141.  This  rule  of  construc- 
tion is  not  changed  by  the  fact  that  ch.  118,  Laws  of  1895, 
was  enacted  since  the  constitutional  amendment  of  1892  pro- 
hibiting special  or  private  laws  "  for  incorporating  any  city, 
town  or  village,  or  to  amend  the  charter  thereof."  Const, 
art.  lY,  sec.  31,  subd.  9.  This  was,  in  effect,  held  in  l^ate 
ex  rd.  Faardl  v.  H(ywe^  95  Wis.  530. 

It  follows  that  the  common  council  had  no  power  to  va- 
cate the  portions  of  the  streets  in  question,  and  hence  the 
injunction  should  have  been  granted. 

By  ike  Court —  The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  reversed, 
and  the  cause  is  remanded  with  direction  to  grant  the  in- 
junction, and  for  further  proceedings  according  to  law. 

The  respondents  moved  for  a  rehearing,  and  the  following 
opinion  was  filed  September  20, 1898: 

Cassoday,  C.  J.  The  questions  presented  by  this  motion 
for  a  rehearing  have  been  fully  considered  and  determined 
by  all  the  members  of  the  court.  If  there  is  any  failure  in 
the  opinion  filed  to  clearly  state  such  determination,  the 
fault  is  with  the  writer.  Counsel,  seemingly,  fails  to  realize 
that  it  was  expressly  decided  that  by  the  provision  of  the 
charter  of  1882,  that  ^^upon  the  petition  in  writing  of  all  the 
owners  of  lots  or  land  on  any  street  or  alley  in  said  city, 
amd  not  otherwise^  the  common  council  may  discontinue  such 
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street  or  alley,  or  any  part  thereof,"  ^  the  city  of  JanemnUe 
ivas  talceii  completely  oat  from  tmder  the  general  statutes 
quoted,  so  far  as  disoontiiiuing  or  raoating  any  street  or 
alley,  or  any  part  thereof,  was  concerned.''  Otherwise  that 
provision  of  the  charter  would  have  been  of  no  special  bind- 
ing force. 

The  only  question  that  remained  was  whether  that  pro- 
vision of  the  charter  was  repealed  or  modified  by  the  two 
statutes  subsequently  enacted.  Construing  those  acts  in  the 
light  of  the  statutory  rules  of  construction,  we  reached  the 
conclusion  that  there  was  nothing  contained  in  either  of  those 
acts  evincing  any  intention  to  repeal  or  modify  the  provisions 
of  the  charter  mentioned.  Had  there  been  such  intent,  it 
would  have  been  enforced ;  for  it  is  well  settled  and  very 
obvious  that  one  legislature  has  no  power  to  bind  a  subse- 
quent legislature,  even  as  to  the  form  of  expressions  to  be 
used  in  repealing  or  modifying  a  prior  statute.  Thus,  in 
Brighimfum  v.  Kirner,  22  Wis.  54,  relied  upon  by  counsel,  the 
charter  of  Milwaukee  provided  that  real  estate  exempted 
from  taxation  by  the  general  laws  of  the  state  should,  never- 
theless, be  subject  to  special  assessments,  and  it  was  held  that 
the  same  was  modified  by  the  general  statute  of  1854,  which 
declared  that  the  amount  of  taxes  or  license'  therein  required 
to  be  paid  by  the  several  railroads  in  the  state  should  take 
the  place  of,  and  be  in  full  of,  all  taxes,  of  every  name  and 
kind,  upon  the  roads  or  other  property  of  the  companies,  and 
that  it  should  "  not  be  lawful  to  levy  or  assess  thereupon  any 
other  or  further  assessment  or  tax  for  any  purpose  whatso- 
ever "  [ch.  74,  sec.  2].  The  intent  was  held  to  be  to  exempt 
the  railroad  company  from  all  taxes  and  assessments  of  every 
nature,  even  in  cities.  In  Thowj^^son  v.  MHwaukeey  69  Wis. 
492,  the  act  under  consideration  [Laws  of  1882,  ch.  261]  was 
^' An  act  to  amend  chapter  332  of  the  Laws  of  1878,  entitled 
an  act  to  protect  laborers  and  material  men  in  the  city  of 
Milwaukee; "  and  by  its  express  terms  necessarily  amended 
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the  charter.  In  Haymond  v.  Shebaygcm^  76  Wis.  335,  it  was 
held  that  although  the  act  of  1889  did  not^  in  express  terms, 
amend  the  city  charter,  yet  it  expressly  applied  to  injuries 
which  had  happened  previously,  and,  since  it  merely  affected 
the  remedy,  it  was  not  invalid.  The  decisions  pertinent  all 
seem  to  be  in  harmony  with  the  conclusions  reached  in  this 
<;ase. 

By  the  Cowrt, —  The  motion  for  a  rehearing  is  denied,  with 
$25  costs. 


Undkbwood  Ybneeb  Company,  Respondent,  vs.  London  Guab- 
ANTEB  &  Accident  Company,  Lemited,  Appellant. 

May  £6  —September  gO,  1898, 

Insurance  against  employers*  liability:  Condition  precedent:  '^  Immedi- 
ate "  notice, 

1.  A  policy  insuring  an  employer  against  liability  for  injuries  to  or 
death  of  employees  expressly  provided  that  "upon  the  oocurrenoe 
of  an  accident,  and  also  upon  receipt  of  notice  of  any  claim  on  ac- 
<x)unt  of  an  accident,  the  assured  shall  give  immediate  notice  in 
writing  of  such  accident  or  claim,"  etc  Held^  that  the  giving  of 
notice,  both  when  the  accident  occurred  and  when  the  claim  there- 
for was  made,  was  a  condition  precedent  which  the  employer  was 
bound  to  perform  in  order  to  maintain  an  action  on  the  polioy, 
even  though  there  was  no  forfeiture  clause  therein. 

"21  Notice  of  an  accident,  given  for  the  first  time  when  a  claim  for  dam- 
ages therefor  was  made  nine  months  after  it  occurred,  is  not  a 
compliance  with  the  requirement  that  immediate  notice  shall  be 
given  of  the  occurrence  of  an  accident 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  cironit  court  for  Mara- 
thon county :  Chas.  Y.  Bakdeen,  Circuit  Judge.    JRewrssd. 

G.  J3.  Van  Alstmey  counsel,  for  the  appellant,  argued, 
among  other  things,  that  the  provision  of  the  policy  in  re- 
spect to  notice  was  valid  and  constituted  a  condition  preced- 
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€nt,  without  performance  of  which  no  recovery  can  be  had, 
and  notice  of  the  accident  given  nine  months  after  knowl- 
edge of  the  accident  and  injury  was  not  a  compliance  with 
the  policy.  Cormdl  v.  MiUwcmhee  M.  F.  Ins.  Co.  18  Wis. 
387;  Blakdey  v.  Phomix  Ins.  Co.  20  id.  205;  Kentder  v.  Am. 
Mut.  Ace.  Asso.  88  id.  589;  Merrill  v.  TraA)ders^  Ins.  Co.  91 
id.  329 ;  Oshkosh  Match  Works  v.  Mcmohester  F.  Ins.  Co.  92 
id.  510;  LaForce  v.  WHUatm  City  F.  Ins.  Co.  43  Mo.  App. 
518;  QuirOcm  v.  Providence  W.  Ins.  Co.  133  N.  T.  356. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Bumjp^  Kreutzer 
<k  Roseffiberry^  and  oral  argument  by  E.  L.  Bump. 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  June  23, 1898 : 

Cassodat,  0.  J.  It  appears  from  the  record  that  during 
the  times  mentioned  the  plaintiff  was  engaged  in  the  manu- 
facture of  veneering,  and  operating  its  veneer  factory,  in 
Wausau;  that  March  26,  1895,  the  defendant,  for  a  valuable 
consideration,  made,  executed,  and  delivered  to  the  plaintiff 
its  policy  of  insurance,  wherein  and  whereby  the  defendant 
insured  the  plaintiff  from  March  26, 1895,  to  March  26, 1896, 
against  any  and  all  liability  of  the  plaintiff  for  damages,  not 
exceeding  the  sum  of  $5,000,  on  account  of  any  injuries  su8h 
tained  by  any  employee  of  the  plaintiff,  resulting  from  any 
accident  which  might  befall  such  employee  while  actively 
engaged  in  the  service  of  the  plaintiff  in  connection  with 
said  business.  Attached  to  such  policy,  and  as  a  part  thereof, 
was  a  rider  to  the  effect  that  such  insurance  was  against  all 
liability  of  the  assured  for  damages,  not  exceeding  the  sum 
stated,  on  account  of  fatal  or  nonfatal  injuries  sustained  by 
any  employee  or  employees  of  the  assured  resulting  from 
any  accident  or  accidents  which  might  befall  any  of  the  em- 
ployees while  actively  engaged  in  the  service  of  the  assured 
in  connection  with  the  establishment  mentioned;  that  the 
company's  liability  for  an  accident  resulting  in  injuries  to, 
or  the  death  of,  any  one  employee,  was  limited  to  $5,000, 
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and,  subject  to  the  same  limit  for  each  employee,  its  total 
liability  for  an  aocident  resulting  in  injuries  to,  or  the  death 
of,  several  employees,  was  $10,000 ;  that  the  policy  was  based 
on  the  estimated  annual  wages  paid  by  the  assured,  of  $10,000. 
Such  policy  was  issued  and  accepted  ^^  subject  to  the  agree- 
ments and  conditions  indorsed ''  thereon.  Among  such  agree- 
ments and  conditions  are  the  following:  "Upon  the  occur- 
rence of  an  accident,  and  also  upon  receipt  of  notice  of  any 
claim  on  account  of  an  accident,  the  assured  shall  give  im- 
mediate notice  in  writing  of  such  accident  or  claim,  with  the 
fullest  information  available,  to  the  general  manager  of  the 
company  for  the  United  States  of  America,  in  the  city  of 
Chicago,  Illinois,  or  to  the  agent,  if  any,  providing  he  is  still 
acting  for  the  company,  who  shall  have  countersigned  this 
policy.  The  assured  shall  from  time  to  time,  and  at  all  times, 
furnish  such  additional  information  in  relation  to  the  acci- 
dent as  the  company  may  require.'' 

It  further  appears  from  the  record  that  August  24,  1895, 
one  George  A.  Bishop,  while  in  the  employ  of  the  plaintiff, 
was  severely  scalded,  burned,  and  injured,  so  that  he  was 
unable  to  perform  any  manual  labor;  that  May  23, 1896, 
Bishop,  for  the  first  time,  made  claim  for  damages  from  the 
plaintiff  on  account  of  the  occurrence  of  such  accident;  and 
also,  for  the  first  time,  the  plaintiff  notified  the  defendant  that 
Bishop  had  made  such  claim  for  damages;  that  June  8, 1896, 
the  plaintiff  further  notified  the  defendant,  on  its  blanks,  of 
such  occurrence  of  the  accident,  and  of  such  claim  having 
been  made  for  damages;  that  September  7,  1896,  Bishop 
sued  the  plaintiff,  and  the  plaintiff  on  the  next  day  tendered 
the  defense  to  the  defendant;  that  the  defendant  declined 
and  refused  to  defend  the  action,  and  denied  all  liabilit}'^ ; 
that  January  28,  1897,  Bishop  recovered  judgment  against 
the  plaintiff  for  $1,078.10  damages  and  costs;  that  January 
29, 1897,  the  plaintiff  notified  the  defendant  of  the  rendition 
of  such  judgment,  and  that  its  expenses  in  defending  the  ac- 
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tion  were  $327.51,  making  $1,405.61;  that  the  defendant 
refused  to  pay  the  same,  or  any  part  thereof. 

On  March  21, 189Y,  the  plaintiff  commenced  this  action 
to  collect  the  amonnt  stated,  and  alleged  in  its  complaint,  in 
effect,  the  facts  stated.  Issne  being  joined,  the  action  was 
tried,  and  the  conrt  foand,  in  effect,  the  facts  stated,  and 
rendered  judgment  thereon  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff  and 
against  the  defendant  for  $1^405.61,  with  interest.  From 
the  judgment  so  entered  the  defendant  brings  this  appeal. 

After  careful  consideration,  we  are  constrained  to  hold 
that  the  conditions  indorsed  upon  the  policy,  and  quoted 
above,  were  conditions  precedent.  The  policy  expressly 
states  that  it  was  ^^  subject  to  the  agreements  and  conditions 
indorsed  ^  thereon.  Such  conditions  expressly  required  the 
plaintiff,  "upon  the  occurrence  of  an  accident,"  to  "give 
immediate  notice  in  writing  of  such  accident,"  etc.  The 
reason  for  requiring  such  notice  is  obvious.  It  was  to  en- 
able the  defendant  to  investigate  the  facts  and  circumstances 
of  the  accident  while  they  were  fresh  in  mind,  with  the  view 
of  settling  the  loss  in  case  it  should  be  so  advised,  and,  in 
case  of  a  contest,  to  be  prepared  to  defend  the  same  as  stip- 
ulated in  the  policy.  Accordingly  the  plaintiff  was  thereby 
expressly  precluded  from  settling  any  claim  or  incurring 
any  expense,  without  the  consent  of  the  defendant,  except 
in  case  of  absolute  necessity.  These  things  made  it  impor- 
tant for  the  defendant  to  be  notified  immediately,  not  only 
of  the  occurrence  of  the  accident,  but  "  also  "  that  a  claim  for 
damages  had  been  made  by  the  injured  person  on  account 
of  the  accident.  The  words  "  and  also,"  in  the  conditions 
quoted,  pretty  clearly  indicate  that  such  notice  of  "  the  oc- 
currence of  the  accident "  was  to  be  followed  by  a  further 
or  additional  notice  of  any  claim  made  for  damages,  and  each 
such  notice  was  to  be  given  immediately  as  therein  required. 
In  the  two  cases  relied  upon  by  coimsel  for  the  plaintiff,  the 
condition  did  not  contain  the  word  "  also,"  and  in  that  re- 
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spect  the  cases  are  distinguished  from  the  one  at  bar.  Anoha 
L.  Co.  V.  Fidelity  <&  G.  Co.  63  Minn.  286 ;  Gfrcmd  Rwpids  E. 
L,  c&  P.  Co.  V.  Fidelity  <&  C.  Co.  Ill  Mich.  148.  Certainly 
we  cannot  hold,  under  the  conditions  in  this  policy,  that  the 
notice  of  the  claim  for  damages,  made  for  the  first  time  nine 
months  after  the  accident,  satisfied  the  requirement  that  im- 
mediate notice  should  be  given  of  "  the  occurrence  of  the 
accident; "  nor  can  we  hold  that  such  requirement  was  not 
a  condition  precedent ;  nor  can  we  hold  that  such  notice  of 
the  accident,  given  for  the  first  time  nine  months  after  the 
occurrence  of  the  accident,  was  an  "immediate  notice,"  within 
the  condition  quoted,  as  those  words  have  been  repeatedly 
construed  by  this  court.  Kentzler  v.  Am,  Mut.  Aoc.  Abbo. 
88  Wis.  589.  True,  there  is  no  forfeiture  clause  in  the  con- 
tract. Nevertheless  the  plaintifiF,  in  order  to  maintain  this 
action,  was  bound  to  perform  such  condition  precedent. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  with  directions  to  dismiss 
the  complaint. 

Bardebn,  J.,  took  no  part. 

Upon  a  motion  for  a  rehearing  counsel  for  the  respondent 
contended,  inter  alia^  that  even  though  notice  of  the  occur- 
rence of  the  accident  was  a  condition  precedent,  it  will  not 
prevent  the  plaintiff  from  maintaining  this  action,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  any  provision  in  the  policy  that  such  a  result  shall 
follow  such  failure.  Vam-gindertaelen  v.  Phenix  Ins.  Co.  82 
"Wis.  112;  Fladey  v.  Phenix  Ins.  Co.  95  id.  618;  Bldkeley 
V.  Phcenix  Ins.  Co.  20  id.  205 ;  Harrimam,  v.  Queen  Ins.  Co. 
49  id.  71,  81 ;  Engebretson  v.  HeUa  F.  Ins.  Co.  58  id.  801 ; 
B(mk  of  RiA)€T  FaRs  v.  Germcm  Am.  Ins.  Co.  72  id.  537; 
Butternut  Mfg.  Co.  'o.  Manufacturers^  M.  F.  Ins.  Co.  78  id. 
208.  Forfeitures  will  not  be  enforced  except  upon  the 
clearest  evidence  that  such  is  the  meaning  of  the  contract. 
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Schwnck  v.  Oegenseitiger  W.  db  W.  Fond^  44  Wis.  869 ;  BuH 
V.  iT.  W.  M.  F.  In8.  Co,  39  id.  398;   Woltera  v.  Western  Asa. 
Co.  95  id.  265. 
The  motion  was  denied  September  20, 1898. 


BisxwsKi,  Eespondent,  ys.  Booth,  Appellant. 

August  SO — September  to,  1898. 

AmouU  andbattery:  Evidence:  Court  and  jury:  Credibility  of  witnesaeB: 

Ingtructions  to  jury. 

L  In  an  action  for  an  assault  and  battery,  plaintiff  claimed  that  defend- 
ant had  thrown  him  downstairs.  It  appeared  that  plaintiff  waa 
intoxicated  at  the  time^  and  had  been  ordered  to  leave  the  premises 
of  which  defendant  was  in  charga  His  aocount  of  the  manner  in 
which  he  was  injured  was  very  incoherent  and  unsatisfactory,  and 
he  was  corroborated  only  by  one  witness,  whose  admissions  and 
self-contradictions  were  such  that  he  was  entitled  to  very  little^ 
credit  On  the  other  hand,  defendant's  testimony  to  the  effect 
that,  after  putting  plaintiff  out  of  an  office,  he  left  him  on  the  plat- 
form outside  the  door,  ten  or  twelve  feet  from  the  head  of  the  stairs, 
and  immediately  re-entered  the  room  and  closed  the  door,  was 
corroborated  by  a  large  number  of  apparently  credible  witnessea 
Held^  that  a  verdict  in  plaintiff's  favor  should  have  been  set  aside 
as  contrary  to  the  evidenca 

2.  After  properly  instructing  the  jury  in  such  a  case  that  defendant 
had  the  right  to  order  plaintiff  to  leave  the  premises  and  to  use 
such  force  as  might  be  reasonably  necessary  to  expel  him  if  he  re- 
fused to  go  or  resisted,  and  that  defendant  would  not  be  liable  for 
any  unavoidable  accident  resulting  therefrom  and  from  the  resist- 
ance, it  was  error  for  the  trial  judge  to  add  that  he  found  no  evi- 
dence that  the  accident  resulted  from  plaintiff's  resistance;  that 
there  was  no  pretense  that  plaintiff  offered  any  resistance  to  being 
thrown  downstairs  or  that  he  was  injured  by  being  thrown  out  of 
the  door;  and  that  while  the  instruction  previously  given  was  good 
law,  it  seemed  to  him  that  there  was  no  evidence  to  which  it  could 
apply, —  the  implication  clearly  being  that  the  plaintiff  was  in  fact- 
thrown  downstairs. 
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Sw  So,  also,  it  was  error  to  refuse  to  instruct  that  the  number  of  witnesses 
and  their  concxirrenoe  in  support  of  a  given  state  of  faots  was  a 
subject  of  material  importance  in  deciding  their  credibility,  for  the 
reason  that  there  was  much  less  probability  of  two  or  more  wit- 
nesses being  oonoemed  in  the  same  falaahood  or  being  influenced 
by  the  same  mistake  than  a  single  individual. 

4.  Instructions  on  the  subject  of  positive  and  negative  testimony  which 
were  given  in  such  a  way  as  to  leave  the  impression  that  plaintiff's 
evidence  was  positive  and  defendant's  negative,  are  held  to  have 
been  misleading,  although  correct  as  abstract  propositions  of  law. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county:  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  WinJderj  Flg/nderSy 
Smithy  Bottwm  <&  VilaSj  and  oral  argument  by  JS.  P.  Vilas. 

Christiwn  Doerjler,  for  the  respondent. 

Cassoday,  0.  J.  This  is  an  action  for  an  assault  and  bat- 
tery. Issue  being  joined  and  trial  had,  the  jury  returned  a 
verdict  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff,  and  assessed  his  damages  at 
$800.  From  the  judgment  entered  thereon  the  defendant 
brings  this  appeal. 

It  appears  from  the  record,  in  effect,  that  at  the  times  in 
question  the  plaintiff  was  a  laborer,  forty-four  years  of  age, 
in  the  employment  of  the  Plankinton  Packing  Company, 
and  had  been  for  six  days;  that  about  7  o'clock  on  the  morn- 
ing of  November  22,  1894,  the  plaintiff  appeared  for  labor, 
but,  being  intoxicated,  he  was  not  allowed  to  go  to  work ; 
that  he  then  went  away,  and  returned  about  10  o'clock,  still 
under  the  influence  of  liquor;  that,  by  reason  of  the  plaintiff's 
intoxication,  the  defendant,  who  was  general  superintendent 
of  the  Plankinton  Packing  Company  and  had  charge  of  the 
buildings,  directed  him  to  leave  the  premises,  and  when  he 
failed  to  go  the  defendant  took  him  by  the  collar  and  led 
him  from  the  wholesale  butchers'  department  into  the  office, 
and  from  thence  through  the  door  onto  the  platform  which 
extended  to  the  head  of  the  stairs  leading  down  onto  the 
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highway,  and  the  plaintiff  claims  that  he  was  thrown  down 
the  stairs,  while  the  defendant  claims  that  he  fell  down  the 
stairs.  The  platform  was  twenty  feet  long,  and  the  head  of 
the  stairs  was  from  ten  to  twelve  feet  from  the  office  door. 
Certain  errors  are  assigned  calling  for  consideration. 

1.  After  properly  instructing  the  jury  that  the  defendant 
had  the  right  to  order  the  plaintiff  to  leave  the  premises,  and 
that  if  the  plaintiff  refused  or  resisted  the  order  the  defend- 
ant had  the  right  in  law  to  use  such  force  as  might  be  neces- 
sary to  expel  the  plaintiff  from  the  premises,  using  no  more 
force  than  was  reasonably  necessary  therefor,  and  that  if  an 
unavoidable  accident  resulted  therefrom,  and  from  the  re- 
sistance thereto  offered  by  the  plaintiff,  then  the  defendant 
was  not  liable  therefor,  the  trial  judge  added,  in  effect,  that 
he  found  no  evidence  to  the  effect  that  the  accident  resulted 
from  the  resistance  thereto  offered  by  the  plaintiff;  that 
there  was  no  pretense  that  the  plaintiff  offered  any  resist- 
ance to  being  thrown  downstairs;  that  there  was  no  pretense 
that  he  was  injured  by  being  thrown  out  of  the  door;  and 
that,  while  the  instruction  so  given  was  good  law,  yet  it 
seemed  to  him  that  there  was  no  evidence  to  which  it  could 
be  applied.  There  is  plenty  of  evidence  that  the  plaintiff 
refused  to  leave  the  premises  when  requested  by  the  defend- 
ant; that  the  defendant  had  to  use  more  or  less  force  from 
the  time  he. first  took  him  by  the  collar  until  he  got  him  out, 
through  the  office  door,  onto  the  platform;  and  that  at  dif- 
fel^nt  times  the  plaintiff  resisted  such  force,  especially  at  or 
near  the  door.  The  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  defendant 
leaves  the  plaintiff  on  the  platform  just  outside  of  the  office 
door,  and  ten  or  twelve  feet  from  the  head  of  the  stairs. 
The  defendant  was  not  bound  to,  and  did  not  undertake  to, 
account  for  the  plaintiff's  injury.  If  the  evidence  on  his  be- 
half was  true,  then  the  defendant  did  not  throw  the  plaintiff 
downstairs  at  all,  and  so  he  must  have  received  his  injury 

from  falling  downstairs,  or  falling  on  the  platform  when  he 
Vol.100— 25 
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was  forced  through  the  door.  If  the  plaintiff  received  hia 
injury  in  falling  at  or  near  the  door,  then  there  was  evidence 
to  which  the  portion  of  the  instruction  requested  and  given 
in  relation  to  the  accident  having  resulted  from  the  resist- 
ance was  applicable.  The  addition  in  the  instruction  so 
given,  to  the  effect  that  there  was  "no  pretense  that  the 
plaintiff  offered  any  resistance  to  being  thrown  downstairs,'* 
clearly  implied  that  he  was,  in  fact,  thrown  downstairs;  in 
other  words,  that  the  plaintiff's  account  of  the  manner  in 
which  he  received  the  injury  was  correct.  That  account  was 
very  incoherent  and  unsatisfactory,  owing  probably  to  the 
stupefied  condition  in  which  the  plaintiff  was  at  the  time  of 
the  injury.    The  instruction  so  added  was  clearly  erroneous. 

2.  Error  is  assigned  because  the  court,  after  instructing 
the  jury  as  to  the  weight  or  preponderance  of  the  evidence, 
refused  to  instruct  them  to  the  effect  that  the  number  of 
witnesses  and  their  concurrence  in  support  of  a  given  state 
of  facts  was  a  subject  of  material  importance  in  deciding^ 
their  credibility,  for  the  reason  that  there  was  much  less 
probability  of  two  or  more  witnesses  being  concerned  in  the 
same  falsehood  or  being  influenced  by  the  same  mistake 
than  a  single  individual.  The  refusal  to  give  such  instruc- 
tion, undeiv  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  was  error. 

3.  While  the  instructions  given  on  positive  and  negative 
evidence  were  correct  as  abstract  propositions  of  law,  yet 
they  were  given  in  such  a  way  as  to  leave  the  impression 
that  the  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff  was  positive, 
while  that  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  was  negative,  and 
hence  entitled  to  less  weight.    This  was  misleading. 

4.  Error  is  assigned  because  the  court  refused  to  set  aside 
the  verdict  and  grant  a  new  trial  on  the  ground  that  the 
verdict  was  contrary  to  the  evidence.  The  plaintiff's  testi- 
mony related  to  a  transaction  which  occurred  when  he  was 
confessedly  in  a  state  of  stupefaction.  From  the  very  nat- 
ure of  things,  his  version  of  the  affair  was  very  unsatisfac- 
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tory.  He  was  corroborated  only  by  one  witness,  and  the 
admissions  and  self-contradictions  of  that  witness  were  such 
as  to  entitle  him  to  but  very  little  credit.  The  defendant  had' 
a  large  number  of  apparently  credible  witnesses,  and  they  all 
agree  that  when  the  defendant  put  the  plaintiff  through  the 
office  door  he  left  him  on  the  platform,  and  closed  the  door, 
himself  remaining  on  the  inside.  The  trial  court  was  not 
justified  in  allowing  the  verdict  to  stand,  under  such  circum- 
stances. 

5.  Besides,  there  is  really  no  sufficient  evidence  to  author- 
ize the  submission  to  the  jury  of  the  question  of  punitory 
damages. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  for  a  new  triaL 


Abraham,  Eespondent,  vs.  Kabgeb,  Appellant 

August  SO —September  fO,  1898. 

Sale  of  chattela:  When  title  passes:  Replevin  against  %)endor. 

Where  the  purchase  price  of  goods  covered  by  a  contract  of  sale  has 
been  paid  or  tendered,  and  the  goods  have  been  set  apart  for  de- 
livery and  a  partial  delivery  made,  the  title  and  right  of  possession 
is  in  the  purchaser,  and  he  may  maintain  replevin  against  the  vendor 
if  the  goods  are  wrongfully  detained. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county :  K.  N.  Austin,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Moritz  Wittig^  Jr.j 
of  counsel,  and  Mock^  Miley^  Wittig  <&  Schim^  attorneys,  and 
oral  argument  by  Moritz  Wittig ^  Jr. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Bloodgood^  Kmrv- 
per  <&  Bloodgood^  attorneys,  and  Jackson  B.  KempeVy  of 
counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Jackson  B,  Kemper. 
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PiNNEY,  J.  This  was  an  action  for  the  recovery  of  a  lot 
of  merchandise  stored  by  the  defendant,  Karger^  at  No.  559 
East  Water  street,  Milwaukee,  and  in  charge  of  one  Bing, 
a  relative  of  Karger^  to  sell  for  him  on  commission.  The 
plaintiff,  Cla/ra  Ahrahanty  was  at  this  time  conducting  a  busi- 
ness under  the  name  of  the  "  Milwaukee  Knitting  Works." 
This  business  was  managed  for  her  by  her  father,  Louis 
Abraham,  as  her  agent,  who  a  few  days  prior  to  August  26, 
1896,  began  negotiations  with  Bing  for  the  purchase  of  the 
merchandise  belonging  to  the  defendant,  Karger.  These 
negotiations  were  in  part  conducted,  according  to  the  evi- 
dence of  the  plaintiff,  Abraham^  in  the  presence  of,  and  with 
the  sanction  of,  the  defendant,  Karger.  There  was  a  dis- 
pute between  the  witnesses  for  the  plaintiff,  on  the  one  side, 
and  the  defendant  and  his  witnesses,  on  the  other,  as  to  the 
terras  of  sale  finally  agreed  on  between  the  plaintiff  and  de- 
fendant. On  the  part  of  the  plaintiff,  Louis  Abraham  testi- 
fied that  the  agreement  as  finally  made  was  that  the  plaintiff 
was  to  pay  the  defendant,  Karger^  for  this  stock  $2,000  in 
cash,  and  to  deliver  to  him  the  note  of  one  W.  A.  Meyer  for 
$500 ;  and  this  was  corroborated  by  the  evidence  of  James 
L.  Gates,  a  witness  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff,  who  testified 
that  the  defendant,  Karger^  stated  to  him  that  such  was  the 
case.  The  testimony  of  Karger  and  his  witnesses  was  that 
the  plaintiff  was  to  pay  to  the  defendant  $2,500  in  cash,  and 
that  Ka/rger  did  not  agree  or  consent  in  any  way  to  accept 
the  note  of  Meyer  in  payment  of  part  of  the  consideration; 
and  it  appeared  that  this  dispute  as  to  the  terms  of  the  sale 
was  the  only  matter  upon  which  there  was  any  conflict  of 
testimony.  On  all  other  points  the  witnesses  substantially 
agreed. 

At  the  time  when  the  bargain  was  made,  Louis  Abraham 
paid  Bing  $25  to  bind  the  bargain.  The  next  day  the  plaint- 
iff, Abraham^  paid  to  Bing  $1,500,  and  at  the  time  Bing  gave 
to  Abraham  an  invoice  or  statement,  drawn  up  in  Bing's 
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handwriting,  which  recites  the  value  of  the  merchandise  at 
$4,100,  the  payment  by  cash  and  merchandise  in  exchange 
of  $3,100 ;  the  balance  of  $1,000  to  be  paid,  $500  in  cash,, 
and  $500  in  W.  A.  Meyer's  note.  Both  Bing  and  Abraham 
admit  that  the  purchase  price  was  $2,600,  and  that  no  mer- 
chandise was  given  in  exchange;  that  the  bill  or  invoice 
was  made  out  this  way  as  a  matter  of  convenience  between 
the  parties.  And  Bing  further  claims  that  the  statement 
that  the  balance  was  to  be  $500  in  cash  and  $500  in  notes 
did  not  express  the  true  understanding  between  them.  Au- 
gust 24th,  the  plaintiff,  through  Louis  Abraham,  paid  $500 
more  on  the  purchase;  and,  on  the  26th  of  August,  Louis 
Abraham  tendered  to  the  defendant,  ITwrger^  Meyer's  note 
for  $500,  payable  to  the  Milwaukee  Knitting  Works,  and  in- 
dorsed, "  C.  Abraham^  proprietor."  This  tender  was  refused, 
and  Karger  said  to  Abraham,  "  If  you  don't  have  the  money 
before  noon,  I  am  going  to  store  the  goods,  and  you  will 
have  to  pay  the  costs; "  whereupon  the  plaintiff,  Gla/ra  Ahror 
ham^  brought  replevin,  charging  the  unlawful  and  wrongful 
detention  of  the  property. 

The  court,  in  its  charge  to  the  jury,  in  effect  told  them 
that  the  question  at  issue  was  whether  the  sale  was  to  be  for 
cash  and  notes,  as  testified  to  by  the  plaintiff's  witnesses,  or 
for  cash  solely,  as  testified  to  by  the  defendant  and  his  wit- 
nesses; that  if  they  found  the  claim  of  the  plaintiff  to  be 
correct,  then  the  verdict  should  be  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff; 
if  they  found  the  facts  as  to  the  sale  or  agreement  to  be  as 
claimed  by  the  defendant,  then  they  should  find  for  the  de- 
fendant. The  jury  found  for  the  plaintiff,  and  that  she  was 
the  owner  of,  and  entitled  to  the  possession  of,  the  goods 
seized  under  the  writ ;  that  the  same  were  unlawfully  de- 
tained from  her  by  the  defendant;  that  the  value  of  the  prop- 
erty was  $3,500.  The  plaintiff  had  judgment  against  the 
defendant  for  the  possession  of  the  property,  and  for  the  re- 
covery of  the  costs,  together  with  the  damages  of  six  cents. 

The  defendant  asked  the  court  to  instruct  the  jury  to  find 
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a  verdict  in  his  favor,  and  also  that,  under  the  evidence,  the 
plaintiff  could  not  maintain  the  action.  These  requests  were 
"denied,  and  the  case  was  submitted  to  the  jury  to  find,  as 
already  stated,  whether  the  terms  of  sale  were  complied 
with  on  the  part  of  the  plain  tiif  by  the  payment  to  the  de- 
fendant of  the  required  amount  in  money,  $2,000,  and  the 
tender  of  the  stipulated  note  of  Meyer  for  $500.  There  was 
evidence  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff  to  maintain  these  con- 
tentions. It  is  established  by  the  verdict  as  a  verity  that 
payment  of  the  $2,000  in  money,  and  tender  of  the  note  of 
Meyer  for  $500,  were  made.  Such  payment  and  tender  of 
payment  prior  to  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  ac- 
tion had  the  same  effect  as  actual  payment  upon  the  rights  of 
the  parties.  There  is  nothing  to  show  that  the  contract  was 
•executory,  so  far  as  anything  remaining  to  be  done  to  the 
goods  was  concerned.  The  evidence  shows  that  they  were 
ready  for  delivery,  and  set  apart,  and  the  price  agreed  upon, 
and  a  partial  delivery  made  before  the  tender  of  the  $500 
note.  The  goods  were  in  the  sight  of  the  parties,  and  were 
pointed  out  in  the  presence  of  Ka/rger^  the  defendant,  when  it 
was  agreed  that  he  was  to  get  $2,000  in  cash  and  W.  A. 
Meyer's  note  for  $600  for  them.  There  can  be  no  doubt  but 
that,  under  the  circumstances  stated,  the  title  to  the  goods, 
and  the  right  of  possession  as  well,  passed  to  the  plaintiff, 
and,  if  afterwards  they  were  wrongfully  detained,  she  might 
maintain  replevin  for  them.  "When  the  terms  of  sale  are 
:agreed  on,  and  the  bargain  is  struck,  and  everything  the 
seller  is  to  do  with  the  goods  is  complete,  the  contract  of  sale 
becomes  absolute  as  between  the  parties,  without  actual  pay- 
ment or  delivery,  and  the  property  and  the  risk  of  accident 
to  the  goods  vest  in  the  buyer.  He  is  entitled  to  the  goods 
on  payment  or  tender  of  the  price,  and  not  otherwise,  when 
nothing  is  said  at  the  sale  as  to  the  time  of  delivery  or  time  of 
payment.  .  .  .  But  if  the  goods  are  sold  upon  credit,  and 
nothing  is  agreed  upon  as  to  the  time  of  delivery  of  the  goods, 
the  vendee  is  immediately  entitled  to  the  possession,  and  the 
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right  of  property  vests  at  once  in  him.'*  2  Kent,  Comm. 
<14th  ed.),  *492-*494;  EaUK  v.  OU  Co,  100  U.  S.  124. 

The  evidence  as  to  what  actually  did  occur,  or  what  was 
agreed  on  between  the  parties,  is  in  some  respects  conflicting 
and  contradictory.  The  case  was  rightly  submitted  to  the 
jury  to  find  upon  the  vital  point  in  dispute  and  thus  deter- 
mine whether  the  property  and  right  of  possession  passed  to 
the  plaintiff.  The  evidence  was  clearly  sufficient  to  sustain 
the  finding  of  the  jury,  and  the  court  could  not  have  prop- 
erly directed  a  verdict  for  the  defendant.  "  Where  the  prop- 
erty in  the  goods  has  passed  to  the  buyer  and  the  contract 
is  executed,  ...  he  may  maintain  trover "  (21  Am.  & 
Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  627) ;  or  replevin  {Bradley  v.  Michael^ 
1  Ind.  551,  562;  Bhea  v.  Miner ,  21  111.  626). 

The  defendant  presented  a  number  of  requests  to  charge, 
and  has  assigned  various  errors  upon  other  rulings  of  the 
court,  an  examination  of  which  does  not  disclose  that  any 
material  error  has  intervened  to  the  prejudice  of  the  de- 
fendant. A  discussion  of  the  evidence  contained  in  the 
printed  case  would  serve  no  useful  purpose. 

For  these  reasons,  the  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of 
Milwaukee  county  must  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Court, —  Judgment  is  ordered  accordingly. 


Herman,  Eespondent,  vs.  The  City  of  Oconto,  Appellant.    ,i(X)  m 


August  so — September  BO,  1898.  1^^       ^21 

81 10  DOO 

Municipal  corporations:  Adoption  of  general  charter  provisions:  Notice: 
Mandatory  statute:  Contracts:  Option  to  pay  in  city  orders,  etc: 
Party  in  interest:  Fraud:  Pleading, 

1.  Sec.  72,  ch.  812,  Laws  of  1808,  provides  that  any  city  organized  under 
a  special  charter  may  by  ordinance  adopt  any  part  of  the  general 
charter  act,  but  before  action  shall  be  taken  on  such  ordinance  **  it 
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shall  be  published  at  least  once  in  each  week  for  three  successive 
weeks  in  the  official  city  paper,  •  .  .  together  with  a  notice  of 
the  time  said  ordinance  will  be  considered."  Hddf  that  in  respect 
to  such  notice  the  statute  is  mandatory,  and  a  failure  to  comply 
therewith  renders  nugatory  the  passage  of  such  an  ordinance. 

2.  Where  by  the  terms  of  a  contract  for  municipal  improvements  the 
amount  due  thereon  is  payable  in  money,  with  an  option  on  the 
part  of  the  city  to  pay  in  city  orders,  assessment  certiticatefi,  or  im- 
provement bonds,  if  the  city  fails  to  exercise  or  declare  such  option 
a  money  recovery  may  be  had. 

8,  In  an  action  against  a  city  on  a  contract  for  public  improvements, 
it  is  no  defense  that,  at  the  time  of  making  the  contract,  the  con- 
tractor was  not  the  real  party  in  interest  but  had  secured  the  con- 
tract for  the  benefit  of  a  third  person. 

4k  In  such  an  action  an  answer  alleging,  on  information  and  belief,  that 
the  contract  was  secured  by  means  of  fraud,  bribery,  and  corrup- 
tion in  paying  to  certain  members  of  the  board  of  public  works,  by 
whom  it  was  let  and  executed  on  behalf  of  the  city,  whose  names 
were  to  the  defendant  unknown,  large  sums  of  money  intended  to 
corrupt  and  influence,  and  which  did  corruptly  influence  and  con- 
trol, the  action  of  such  members,  and  thereby  influenced  and  con- 
trolled the  action  of  the  board  in  letting  and  executing  the  contract^ 
is  hdd  sufficient,  upon  a  demurrer  ore  terms  and  in  the  absence  of 
any  motion  to  make  it  more  definite  and  certain,  to  authorize  the 
admission  of  evidence  as  to  the  alleged  fraud,  etc. 

6.  The  mere  fact  that  the  contract,  in  such  a  case,  was  let  to  the  high- 
est bidder,  or  that  it  was  not  binding  until  approved  by  the  com- 
mon council,  would  not  obviate  the  objection  to  the  contract,  based 
on  such  fraud  and  bribery. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Brown 
county:  S.  D.  Hastings,  Jr.,  Circuit  Judge.    Jieversed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  P.  H.  Lynch^  city 
attorney,  and  Wigmcm  cfe  Martin^  of  counsel,  a  supplemental 
brief  by  Wigma/n  c&  Ma/rtin,  and  the  cause  was  argued  orally 
by  P.  S^,  Martin.  They  argued,  among  other  things,  that 
the  requirements  of  sec.  72,  ch.  312,  Laws  of  1893,  are  merely 
directory  and  cannot  aflfect  the  validity  of  the  ordinance. 
Stevenson  v.  Bay  City,  26  Mich.  44;  State  ex  rd.  Dalrymple 
V,  Milwaukee  Co,  68  Wis.  4;  Coram,  v.  Davis,  140  Mass.  485; 
Elmendorfv,  New  York,  25  Wend.  693.     The  right  was  con- 
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f erred  on  the  city  to  adopt  it;  the  essential  element  was  the 
adoption  of  the  ordinance,  and  not  the  giving  of  the  notice. 
Striker  v,  Kelly^  7  Hill,  9.  Having  the  right  and  power, 
though  it  was  irregularly  exercised,  the  city  had  power  to 
ratify  the  adoption.  Koch  v.  MUwcmkeey  89  Wis.  220;  MUls 
V.  GleasoTby  11  id.  470. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Hoyt  cfe  OlweUy 
and  oral  argument  by  F,  M.  iToyt  They  contended,  inter 
alia,  that  the  allegations  in  the  answer  are  too  vague  and 
indefinite  to  state  a  defense.  In  order  to  set  up  a  defense 
of  fraud  avoiding  a  contract,  facts  must  be  alleged  not  only 
of  the  kind  of  fraud  used,  but  showing  specifically  the  cir- 
cumstances and  particulars  of  the  fraud,  and  how  it  afifected 
the  contract  and  the  defendant's  interest.  liiley  v.  Eiley^ 
34  Wis.  372;  Kewaninee  Co,  v.  Decker,  30  id.  634;  Landauer 
V.  Vietor,  69  id.  434,  439 ;  Kerr,  Fraud  &  M.  (Bump's  ed.), 
365 ;  BeU  v.  Zamprey,  52  N.  H.  41-46,  and  cases  cited ;  Oiwi- 
ins  V.  Zawrence  Co,  1  S.  Dak.  158;  Bliss,  Code  PL  §  211;  & 
Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  653 ;  Phillips  v,  Schooley,  27  N. 
J.  Eq.  410;  Cosgrove  v.  Fish,  90  Cal.  75;  Mills  v.  Collins,  67 
Iowa,  164;  Sahhury  v.  Folk,  28  111.  App.  297;  Jones  v.  Alhee, 
70  111.  34 ;  Ena][>p  v,  Brooklyn,  97  N.  Y.  520.  An  allegation 
of  fraud  upon  information  and  belief  cannot  be  sustained 
unless  the  facts  upon  which  the  belief  is  founded  are  stated 
in  the  pleading,  so  that  the  court  may  see  whether  the  con- 
clusion is  supported  by  the  facts.  9  Ency.  of  PL  &  Pr.  694; 
Memphis  (&  C  Ji.  Co,  v,  Neighbors,  51  Miss.  412,  422;  Seid- 
man  v.  Geib,  16  Daly,  434;  Kay  v.  Whittaker,  44  N.  Y.  565, 
570,  571.  This  objection  goes  to  the  sufficiency  of  the  facts 
stated  to  constitute  a  defense,  and  not  simply  to  the  ques- 
tion of  indefiniteness.  liiley  v,  liiley,  34  Wis.  372 ;  Kewau- 
nee Co,  V,  Decker,  30  id.  634.  The  admitted  facts  show  that 
in  no  way  was  any  corruption  possible.  The  cliarter  im- 
posed upon  the  council  the  mere  duty  of  ascertaining  which 
one  of  the  bids  received  was  the  lowest,  and  awarding  the 
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contract  accordingly.  It  is  undisputed  that  the  bid  of  the 
plaintiff's  assignor  was  the  lowest;  that  his  bid  was  reason- 
able; that  he  was  responsible;  and  that  in  compliance  with 
the  positive  direction  of  the  charter  the  contract  was  awarded 
to  him.  Stute  ex  rel,  Manitowoc  v.  County  Clerk^  59  Wis.  15; 
CasOetnan  v.  Oriffin^  13  id.  538;  Winslow  v.  CroweU,  32  id. 
^56;  McDonald  v.  Dcunids^  58  id.  426-429;  'Americam,  B,  & 
Z.  Aaso,  V.  Bewr^  48  Neb.  455 ;  Tiedeman,  Sales,  §  162,  and 
<5ases  cited. 

Oassoday,  0.  J.  This  is  an  action  to  recover  $17,323.01 
for  the  construction  of  a  sewer  for  the  defendant  as  per 
written  contract.  The  contract  was  made  and  entered  into 
October  22,  1894,  between  the  defendant  and  one  William 
Turner,  to  the  effect  that  Turner  thereby  agreed  to  furnish 
^nd  provide,  at  his  own  proper  cost  and  expense,  all  the  nec- 
essary materials  and  labor  in  conformity  with  the  annexed 
specifications  and  plans,  and  construct  the  sewers  and  appur- 
tenances therein  mentioned,  and  complete  the  work  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  board  of  public  works  and  the  engineer 
in  charge  and  in  accordance  with  such  specifications  and 
plans,  on  or  before  February  25,  1895;  that  for  each  and 
every  day  such  work  should  remain  incomplete  after  the 
time  so  specified  Turner  should  forfeit  $25  as  liquidated  dam- 
ages. And  the  defendant  therein  agreed  to  pay  to  Turner, 
•on  the  10th  day  of  the  month  succeeding  that  in  which  the 
work  should  be  done,  seventy-five  per  cent,  of  the  monthly 
estimate  of  the  whole  amount  accruing  to  Turner  during 
such  month,  provided  that  nothing  therein  contained  should 
be  construed  to  affect  any  of  the  rights  therein  reserved  by 
the  board  of  public  works.  It  was  therein  further  agreed 
by  Turner  that  he  would  accept,  at  the  option  of  the  defend- 
-ant,  in  payment  for  any  or  all  amounts  due  under  the  agree- 
ment, and  at  their  par  or  face  value,  city  orders,  special 
^assessment  certificates  against  the  proper  lots,  or  improve- 
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ment  bonds,  as  provided  in  the  city  charter  as  adopted  from 
ch.  312,  Laws  of  1893;  that  such  contract  was  not  to  be  bind- 
ing until  approved  by  the  mayor  and  common  council  and 
countersigned  by  the  comptroller.  Such  contract  was  so  ap- 
proved and  countersigned.  Prior  to  making  such  contract 
the  plaintiff,  Herman,  became  obligated  and  bound  to  the 
defendant  as  surety  for  the  faithful  performance  of  such 
contract  by  Turner.  On  October  27, 1894,  Turner  duly  sold, 
assigned,  transferred,  and  set  over  to  the  plaintiff  all  sums 
of  money  which  might  then  be  due  or  thereafter  become 
due  to  Turner  for  doing  the  work  of  the  construction  of  the 
sewers  and  furnishing  the  materials  therefor,  and  all  rights 
he  might  have  against  the  city  under  the  contract,  and  the 
city  was,  on  or  about  January  31, 1895,  duly  notified  of  such 
assignment. 

A  tripartite  agreement  was  made  July  24, 1895,  by  and 
between  the  defendant  city.  Turner,  and  the  plaintiff,  recit- 
ing the  contract  of  October  22, 1894,  and  the  work  done 
thereunder,  and  the  making  of  the  assignment  from  Turner 
to  the  plaintiff,  and  it  was  therein  agreed  by  and  between 
the  three  parties  thereto  that  said  contract  was  then  —  July 
24, 1895  —  wholly  performed  by  Turner  according  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  thereof  by  him  to  be  kept  and  per- 
formed, except  as  to  the  time  within  which  the  work  there-, 
under  was  to  be  completed ;  that  there  was  due  to  Turner, 
and  to  the  plaintiff  as  his  assignee,  under  and  pursuant  to 
the  terms  of  the  contract,  the  sum  of  $18,099.66,  less  $776.65, 
which  last  sum  had  been  adjusted  and  agreed  upon  between 
the  parties  as  the  amount  of  damages  sustained  by  the  city  by 
reason  of  the  failure  of  Turner  to  complete  the  work  within 
the  time  limited  in  the  contract  and  the  extension  thereof 
theretofore  granted  by  the  city,  leaving  to  be  paid  to  Turner, 
and  to  the  plaintiff  as  his  assignee,  in  the  way  and  manner 
provided  in  the  contract,  the  sum  of  $17,323.01,  which  sum 
was  thereby  acknowledged  to  be  due  under  the  contract,  and 
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payable  only  at  the  times  and  in  the  manner  therein  pro- 
vided, subject  to  the  stay  of  proceedings  in  the  action  of 
Stats  ex  rel,  Davis  v.  Oconto. 

On  July  7, 1896,  the  plaintiff  presented  such  claim  to  the 
common  council.  The  council  disallowed  the  same,  and  the 
plaintiff  then  appealed  from  the  decision  of  the  council  to 
the  circuit  court.  After  the  return  on  the  appeal  the  cir- 
cuit court  required  the  plaintiff  to  file  and  serve  his  com- 
plaint, and  the  defendant  to  serve  and  file  an  answer  thereto. 
Upon  the  complaint  being  served  and  filed,  the  defendant 
demurred  thereto  for  the  reasons  that  the  court  had  no  ju- 
risdiction of  the  action  or  the  defendant,  and  that  the  com- 
plaint did  not  state  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a  cause  of 
action.  The  court  thereupon  overruled  the  demurrer,  and 
the  defendant  then  answered  the  complaint,  to  the  effect 
that  the  defendant  admitted  the  allegations  of  fact  set  forth 
in  the  complaint,  and  alleged  upon  information  and  belief, 
in  effect,  that  Turner  was  not,  at  the  time  of  making  the 
contract,  the  real  party  in  interest  to  the  contract,  but,  in- 
stead, was  permitting  the  use  of  his  name  and  interested  in 
securing  the  contract  for  the  benefit  of  one  Paul  Folev: 
that  Paul  Foley  and  Turner  worked  and  co-operated  to  se- 
cure the  contract  to  be  let  to  and  entered  into  with  Turner 
for  the  benefit  of  Foley;  that  the  contract  so  entered  into 
with  Turner  was  let  and  secured  to  Turner  by  means  of 
fraud,  bribery,  and  corruption  in  paying  to  certain  meml>ers 
of  the  alleged  board  of  public  works,  by  and  through  whom 
the  contract  was  let  and  executed  in  behalf  of  the  defend- 
ant, whose  names  were  to  the  defendant  unknown,  large 
sums  of  money  intended  to  corrupt  and  influence  the  action 
and  conduct  of  the  members  in  the  letting  and  execution  of 
the  contract,  which  sums  of  money,  to  an  amount  unknown 
to  the  defendant,  so  paid  by  Foley  and  Turner  to  certain  of 
the  members  of  the  board  of  public  works,  did  corruptly 
influence  and  control  the  conduct  and  action  of  the  mem- 


Wis.]  august  TERM,  1898.  39T 

Herman  va  The  City  of  Oconta 

bers  in  letting  and  executing  the  contract,  and  thereby 
inflaenced  and  controlled  the  conduct  of  the  board  in  let- 
ting and  executing  the  contract,  all  of  which  facts  were  to 
the  defendant  and  its  oflScers  (other  than  those  implicated) 
unknown  prior  to  and  at  the  time  of  the  alleged  acceptance 
by  the  city  of  the  work  done  under  the  contract,  and  were  so 
unknown  at  all  times  prior  to  July  7, 1896,  when  the  plaint- 
ifTs  claim  was  filed  against  the  defendant. 

Subsequently  the  cause  came  on  for  trial  before  the  court 
and  a  jury,  and,  the  court  having  held  that,  the  plaintiff's 
alleged  cause  of  action  being  admitted  in  the  answer,  the 
burden  of  proving  fraud  was  on  the  defendant,  and  the  de- 
fendant having  called  as  a  witness  William  Turner,  the  per- 
son with  whom  the  contract  was  made,  and  after  he  had  been 
duly  sworn  as  such  witness,  the  plaintiff  objected  to  any  evi- 
dence under  the  answer,  because  it  did  not  state  facts  suffi- 
cient to  constitute  a  defense  in  whole  or  in  part,  and  such 
objection  having  been  sustained  by  the  court,  the  court  there- 
upon directed  a  verdict  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff  for  the 
amount  prayed  in  the  complaint,  which  was  rendered  ac- 
cordingly, and  from  the  judgment  entered  thereon  the  de- 
fendant brings  this  appeal. 

1.  It  is  conceded  that  by  the  original  charter  the  common 
council  were  authorized  to  order  sewers  and  reservoirs  to  be 
built  and  repaired,  and  that  the  expense  thereof  should  be 
paid  by  the  city  out  of  the  regular  fund.  Laws  of  1882, 
ch.  56,  subch.  VIIT,  sec.  4.  As  alleged  in  the  complaint,  an 
attempt  was  made  by  the  common  council,  a  short  time  prior 
to  the  making  of  the  contract  with  Turner,  to  adopt  by  or- 
dinance subch.  XX,  ch.  326,  Laws  of  1889,  as  amended  by 
ch.  312,  Laws  of  1893,  in  lieu  of  all  provisions  of  ch.  56,  Laws 
of  1882,  and  the  several  amendments  thereto,  which  in  anj'- 
wise  conflicted  with  the  provisions  of  such  subch.  XX ;  but 
such  attempt  was  nugatory,  because  of  the  failure  to  comply 
with  sec.  72,  ch.  312,  Laws  of  1893,  which  declares,  in  effect. 
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that  '*  no  such  ordinance  sliall  be  introduced,  except  at  a  reg- 
ular meeting  of  the  common  council,  and  no  action  shall  be 
taken  thereon  before  the  next  regular  meeting  of  the  com- 
mon council,  and  before  action  shall  be  taken  thereon  it 
shall  be  published  at  least  once  in  each  week  for  three  suc- 
cessive weeks  in  the  oflBcial  city  paper,  .  .  .  together 
with  a  notice  of  the  time  said  ordirumce  will  he  consideredP 
It  is  contended  that  the  common  council  complied  with  all 
of  such  requirements,  except  the  last  clause,  printed  in  italics, 
and  that  that  clause  is  directory  and  not  mandatory.  But 
the  whole  section  is  mandatory,  and  the  common  council  had 
no  more  power  to  dispense  with  the  last  clause  than  any 
other  portion  of  the  section.  Such  notice  was  required  so 
that  the  public  might  appear  and  make  their  objections  to 
the  change.  It  was  jurisdictional.  Oibmcm  v.  Milwaukee^ 
61  Wis.  588;  Drummond  v.  Eau  Claire,  T9  Wis.  102.  We 
must  hold,  under  the  statutes,  that  the  ordinance  was  void. 
The  sewers  appear  to  have  been  constructed  substantially 
according  to  the  contract,  and  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  de- 
fendant, and  the  amount  of  liquidated  damages  stipulated 
for  in  the  contract  was  agreed  upon.  By  the  terms  of  the 
contract  the  amount  due  was  payable  in  money,  with  an 
option  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  to  pay  in  city  orders, 
special  assessment  certificates  against  the  proper  lots,  or  in 
improvement  bonds.  But  it  does  not  appear  that  the  defend- 
ant ever  exercised  or  declared  such  option.  We  must  hold 
that  the  complaint  states  a  good  cause  of  action. 

2.  Whether  Turner  in  fact  made  the  contract  for  the  bene- 
fit of  one  Foley,  as  alleged  in  the  answer,  is  wholly  imma- 
terial. Waterman  v.  (7.,  M,  cfe  St.  P.  R.  Co.  61  Wis.  464; 
Salter  v.  Krueger,  65  Wis.  217;  Piatt  v.  Iron  Exch.  BanJc,  83 
Wis.  360.  The  defendant  contracted  with  Turner,  and  it  can- 
not reasonably  object  to  responding  to  Turner  or  his  assignee. 

3.  With  considerable  hesitation  we  are  constrained  to  hold 
that  it  was  error  for  the  court  to  exclude  all  evidence  of  the 
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fraud,  bribery,  and  corruption  alleged  in  the  answer.  Such 
allegations  are  extremely  general.  The  defendant  disclaims, 
any  knowledge  as  to  the  particular  city  official  who  accepted 
the  corruption  money  paid,  but  it  is  alleged  that  Foley  and 
Turner  paid  the  money  to  certain  members  of  the  board  of 
public  works.  Had  a  motion  been  made  to  require  the  de- 
fendant to  make  its  answer  more  definite  and  certain,  it 
probably  would  have  been  required  to  do  so.  Undoubtedly^ 
fraud  should  be  specifically  pleaded.  Bileyv.  Biletj^  34  Wis. 
372 ;  Landauer  d.  Victor,  69  Wis.  439.  But  it  does  not  ap- 
pear that  any  such  motion  was  made.  The  plaintiff  went  to 
trial  with  the  answer  as  it  stands.  In  Redmon  v.  Phc&nix  F. 
Ins.  Co.  51  Wis.  292,  it  was  held  that  an  answer  to  a  com- 
plaint on  an  insurance  policy,  to  the  efifect  that  at  the  time 
the  policy  was  issued  there  was,  as  the  defendant  was  in- 
formed and  believed,  an  incumbrance  on  the  premises  largely 
in  excess  of  the  $5,000  mentioned  in  the  application,  and  to 
the  amount  of  $16,000  or  thereabouts,  which  the  plaintiflFs 
well  knew,  was  sufficient  to  allow  the  defendant  to  prove 
the  existence  of  a  mechanic's  lien  for  that  amount, —  the 
same  being  an  incumbrance, —  and  that  it  was  error  to  reject 
evidence  of  such  lien  under  such  answer.  Such  ruling  has 
been  repeatedly  sanctioned  in  subsequent  cases.  Haseltine 
V.  Simpsorvj  58  Wis.  586 ;  Millard  v.  McDonald  L.  Co.  64  Wis. 
628;  Yornig  v.  Lynch,  66  Wis.  519.  The  mere  fact  that  the 
contract  was  let  to  the  lowest  bidder  does  not  obviate  the 
objection.  Nor  does  the  fact  that  the  contract  as  made  by 
the  board  of  public  works  was  not  binding  until  approved 
by  the  common  council.  The  action  of  the  board  of  public 
works  was  essential  to  the  making  of  the  contract.  As  tlie 
issue  of  fraud,  bribery,  and  corruption  has  not  been  tried  or 
considered  by  the  trial  court,  we  refrain  from  discussing  tlie 
law  applicable.  The  following  cases  and  adjudications 
therein  referred  to  will,  however,  be  found  to  have  more  or 
less  bearing  on  the  subject:  Chippewa  Valley  cfe  S.  JR.  Co.  v. 
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a,  St.  p.,  M.  (&  0.  B.  Co,  76  Wis.  224;  Gilmare  v.  Boberi^, 
79  Wis.  450;  Houlton  v.  Nichol,  93  Wis.  393.  We  must  hold 
that  the  answer  was  suflBcient  to  authorize  the  admission  of 
evidence  of  fraud,  bribery,  and  corruption,  as  alleged. 
*  By  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed^ and  the  cause  is  remanded  for  a  new  triaL 
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Equity:  Lien  on  land:  Unconscionable  conduct:  Denial  of  relief. 

In  an  action  to  enforce  a  lien  on  land  for  unpaid  purchase  money,  it 
appeared  that  plaintiffs  had  conveyed  the  land  to  their  son  in  con- 
sideration of  natural  love  and  affection  and  certain  payments 
to  be  made  annually  during  their  lives;  that  the  son  occupied  it 
with  his  wife  as  a  homestead;  that  thereafter  the  plaintiffs,  con- 
spiring with  their  son  to  obtain  a  reconveyanoe,  induced  him  to 
abandon  his  wife,  who  thereupon  obtained  a  divorce  and  was  as- 
signed the  land  and  the  personal  property  thereon  as  her  share  of 
her  husband's  property;  that  he  then,  in  order  to  defeat  her  rights, 
fraudulently  transferred  said  personal  property  to  the  plaintiffs  to 
an  amount  exceeding  the  lien  claimed  by  them  on  the  land,  and 
they  assisted  in  the  scheme  by  taking  the  property  and  using  it  for 
their  joint  benefit  Held,  that  plaintiffis  had  no  standing  in  equity 
to  enforce  their  alleged  lien. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county:  E.  N.  Austin,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  is  an  action  in  equity  originally  commenced  for  the 
purpose  of  canceling  a  deed  of  real  estate  executed  by  the* 
plaintiffs  to  William  Raasch,  their  son;  but,  by  amended 
complaint,  the  action  was  afterwards  changed  into  an  ac- 
tion to  enforce  a  Uen  for  unpaid  purchase  money  upon  the 
land  in  question.  The  land  covered  by  the  deed  consists  of 
forty  acres  of  land  in  the  county  of  Milwaukee.    On  the 
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14th  day  of  February,  1891,  the  plaintiflfs,  who  were  some- 
what advanced  in  years,  conveyed  the  same  by  warranty 
deed  to  their  son,  William  Baasch,  in  consideration  of  the 
som  of  one  dollar  and  parental  love  and  affection.  The 
deed  also  contained  this  further  provision  as  to  the  consid- 
eration :  "  And,  for  a  farther  consideration,  said  party  of  the 
second  part  agrees,  his  heirs  and  assigns,  to  pay,  on  demand, 
to  said  parties  of  the  first  part,  the  sum  of  one  hundred  dol- 
lars, or  to  the  survivor  of  them.  Said  party  of  the  second 
part,  his  heirs  and  assigns,  further  agrees  to  pay  to  said  par- 
ties of  the  first  part  the  sum  of  one  hundred  dollars  annually 
during  their  lifetime,  and  fifty  dollars  to  the  survivor  of 
them." 

The  complaint  alleges  the  due  execution  of  the  deed,  and 
that  "William  had  neglected  to  make  any  of  the  payments 
except  the  sum  of  $50  to  apply  upon  the  first  payment,  and 
that  there  was  due  $350;  also,  that  the  defendant  Fredencke 
claimed  to  have  some  interest  in  the  premises  subject  to  the 
plaintiffs'  lien ;  and  they  asked  for  judgment  declaring  the 
said  sums  to  be  liens  on  the  premises,  and  that  they  have 
personal  judgment  against  William  Kaasch  therefor,  and 
that  the  premises  be  sold  to  pay  such  liens  unless  redeemed. 

The  defendant  William  Kaasch  made  no  answer,  but  the 
defendant  Fredericke  answered,  alleging  that  she  was  the 
wife  of  William  Raasch  at  the  time  of  the  execution  of  the 
deed,  and  that  thereupon  she  and  her  husband  moved  upon 
the  land  in  question,  and  occupied  the  same  as  their  home- 
stead, and  that  she,  with  her  children,  was  so  occupying  the 
same  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  this  action;  on  in- 
formation and  belief,  that  the  plaintiffs  conspired  with  her 
said  Jiusband,  William,  to  have  said  land  reconveyed  to 
them,  and,  upon  her  refusal  so  to  do,  induced  her  said  hus- 
band, without  cause,  to  abandon  her  and  said  family,  and 
that  thereupon  she  commenced  an  action  of  divorce  against 

him,  and  obtained  a  judgment  of  divorce  from  the  bonds  of 
Vol.100— 26 
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matrimony  on  the  31st  day  of  May,  1893,  by  which  judg- 
ment said  lands  were  assigned  to  her,  together  with  all  the 
personal  property  of  William  then  upon  said  lands ;  that 
there  was  then  upon  the  farm  a  large  quantity  of  oats,  com, 
potatoes,  and  hay,  together  with  horses,  cows,  and  farming 
implements,  all  of  the  value  of  over  $1,000,  which  under  the 
decree  of  divorce  became  her  property;  that  the  plaintiff 
Friederich^  after  her  husband  had  abandoned  her,  and  after 
said  property  had  been  assigned  to  her,  gathered  and  carried 
away  all  of  the  crops  aforesaid,  as  well  as  the  stock,  farm- 
ing implements,  and  other  personal  property  upon  the  farm, 
and  converted  the  same  to  his  own  use ;  and  that  such  prop- 
erty was  thereafter  taken  and  used  by  both  the  plaintiffs  for 
their  mutual  benefit,  advantage,  and  support. 

The  action  was  tried  by  the  court,  and  the  following  find- 
ings of  fact  were  made:  "That  all  the  allegations  in  the  an- 
swer of  the  defendant  Fredericke  Raaseh  to  the  last  amended 
complaint  are  true  as  therein  stated,  except  that  the  court 
finds  that  the  property  alleged  in  the  ninth  paragraph  of 
said  answer  to  have  been  taken  by  FriedeHch  Eaasch  was, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  wrongfully  and  unlawfully  taken  and 
appropriated  by  both  of  the  plaintiffs  for  their  joint  benefit; 
and  the  said  articles  so  taken  were  of  a  value  exceeding  $500. 
Second.  The  court  further  finds  that  the  transfer  of  the 
title  to  said  articles,  claimed  upon  the  trial  to  have  been 
made  by  William  Raaseh  to  the  plaintiff  Friederich  Raaschy 
was  and  is  fraudulent  and  void  as  to  the  rights  of  the  de- 
fendant Fredericke  Raaseh^  and  was  made  to  cover  up  the 
property  of  said  William  Raaseh,  and  to  wrongfully  pre- 
vent the  defendant  Fredericke  Raaseh  from  having  and  as- 
serting her  just  rights  therein  and  thereto.  Third.  The 
court  finds  that  at  the  commencement  of  the  action  there  was 
due  to  the  plaintiffs,  under  and  by  the  terms  of  the  deed 
described  in  the  complaint,  the  sum  of  $150,  which  has  been 
more  than  paid  to  the  plaintiffs  by  the  property  taken  by 
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the  plaintiffs,  as  alleged  in  the  answer  of  the  defendant 
Fredericke  Baaschy  which  property  was  and  is  the  property 
of  said  defendant  Fredericke  Maasch^  and  which,  in  justice 
and  equity,  ought  to  be  applied  pro  ianto  upon  the  amount 
due  under  said  deed,  and  which  the  court  now  does  appro- 
priate and  apply  upon  said  amount  so  due  to  the  extent  of 
liquidating  and  discharging  the  plaintiffs'  claim  set  up  in 
the  complaint,  but  which  application  does  not  exhaust  all 
of  said  property,  but  final  adjustment  will  hereafter  be  made 
between  the  parties.  Fourth.  The  court  further  finds  that 
the  plaintiffs  do  not  come  into  a  court  of  equity  with  clean 
hands,  and  that,  in  justice  and  equity,  there  is  nothing  due 
to  the  plaintiffs  under  and  by  virtue  of  the  agreements  con- 
tained in  said  deed,  but  that  the  plaintiffs  have  been  more 
than  paid  what  is  due  to  them.  Fifth.  And  the  court  finds 
that  at  the  time  the  last  amended  complaint  was  made,  to 
wit,  June  25, 1894,  there  was  not  then  due  and  owing  to  the 
plaintiffs,  under  the  agreements  contained  in  said  deed,  the 
sum  of  $350,  with  interest,  as  alleged  in  folio  8  of  said  last 
amended  complaint ;  but,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  there  was  then 
nothing  due  and  owing  to  the  plaintiffs  under  said  agreement 
by  reason  of  the  facts  above  found ;  but,  in  justice  and  equity^ 
the  plaintiffs  were  owing  and  indebted  to  the  defendant 
Fredericke  Baasch.  Sixth.  The  court  further  finds  that  the 
plaintiffs  have  no  standing  in  the  court  of  equity,  and  no 
equitable  rights  which  ought  to  be  enforced  by  a  court  of 
equity." 

Upon  these  findings  the  complaint  was  dismissed,  and  the 
plaintiffs  appeal. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  IfcUh.  Perdes  cfe 
Sons^  and  oral  argument  by  C.  F,  Hunter. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Rogers  dk  Marm^ 
attorneys,  and  Orren  T.  WiUiamSy  of  counsel,  and  oral  argUr 
ment  by  Mr.  Williams. 
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WiNSLOw,  J.  The  evidence  in  this  case  was  confused  and 
conflicting,  but  we  are  unable  to  say  that  it  does  not  support 
the  findings;  hence  the  question  is  whether  the  findings 
sustain  the  judgment.  The  facts  found  are,  in  brief,  as  fol- 
lows :  The  plaintiffs  conveyed  the  land  in  question  to  their 
son,  William  Kaasoh,  in  February,  1891,  in  consideration  of 
natural  love  and  affection  and  certain  annual  payments  to 
be  made  them  by  William  during  their  lives.  The  defend- 
ant Frederiche  was  the  wife  of  William,  and  they  occupied 
the  land  as  their  homestead,  and  cultivated  it  thereafter, 
and  William  made  one  payment  thereon  of  $50.  DiflBlculties 
then  arose  between  the  parties,  and  the  plaintiffs  conspired 
with  William  to  obtain  a  reconveyance  of  the  land,  and,  in 
pursuance  of  such  object,  induced  William  to  abandon  his 
wife;  and  she  thereupon  obtained  a  divorce,  and  was  as- 
signed the  land,  with  the  personal  property  thereon,  as  her 
share  of  William's  property.  Thereupon  William,  in  order 
to  defeat  the  rights  of  Frederiche  under  her  decree  of  di- 
vorce, made  a  fraudulent  transfer  of  the  personal  property 
on  the  farm  to  an  amount  exceeding  $500;  and  the  plaintiffs 
assisted  in  such  scheme  by  taking  the  property  and  using  it 
for  their  joint  benefit.  Under  these  circumstances,  the  trial 
court  concluded  that  the  plaintiffs  had  no  standing  in  a 
court  of  equity  to  enforce  their  alleged  lien  upon  the  real 
estate,  and  in  this  conclusion  we  agree. 

The  facts  found  by  the  court  are  practically  to  the  effect 
that  William  and  his  parents  colluded  together  to  get  the 
title  of  the  land  back  into  the  plaintiffs,  and  deprive  Fred- 
ericke  of  all  her  rights  therein,  and  even  of  her  ability  to 
make  the  annual  payments  thereon.  This  action  seems  to 
be  but  the  final  step  necessary  to  carry  out  the  scheme.  A 
court  of  equity  will  not  assist  in  the  consummation  of  any 
such  purpose.  The  action  seems,  under  the  facts  found,  to 
be  an  unconscionable  one.    We  do  not  say  that  the  mere 


Wis.]  august  TEEM,  1898.  405 

Douglas  Ta  The  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St  Paul  R  Co. 

Jit 

conversion  of  the  personal  property  on  the  farm  oonstitutes 
a  legal  defense  to  the  claim  for  a  lien.  That  seems  more 
than  doubtful.  But  we  simply  hold  that  the  facts  present 
a  case  of  such  unconscionable  conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
plaintiffs  towards  the  defendant  Fredericke  that  a  court  of 
equity  will  deny  its  assistance  to  them.  They  have  not  done 
equity  in  this  very  matter,  and  are  in  no  position  to  demand 
the  assistance  of  a  court  of  equity. 
By  the  Oowrt. — Judgment  affirmed* 


Douglas,  Appellant,  vs.  Thb  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St. 
Paul  Eailwat  Compant,  Bespondent 

Auguti  SI  —  September  to,  1898, 
Railroads:  Qates  at  highway  crowing:  Assumption  of  risk:  Custom, 

1.  The  preeenoe  of  gates  across  the  highway  at  a  railroad  crossing  is  speu 

cific  notice  that  the  danger  of  going  upon  the  right  of  way  is  imme* 
diate,  and  a  traveler  who^  disregarding  the  warning,  attempts  to 
cross  assumes  all  risk  of  injury  by  being  struck  by  passing  train& 

2.  What  persons  customarily  do  under  similar  circumstances  has  no 

application  as  a  test  of  ordinary  care,  where  the  act  is  so  obviously 
dangerous  as  to  constitute  negligence  as  matter  of  law. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county:  J.  C.  Lxtdwig,  Judge.    Affi/rmed. 

Action  to  recover  for  personal  injuries  alleged  to  have  been 
caused  by  defendant's  actionable  negligence.  The  evidence 
tended  to  prove  that  at  a  Becker  street  crossing  of  the  de- 
fendant's  railway  right  of  way  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee, 
defendant  maintained  six  railway  tracks  with  a  gate  on  each 
side  of  the  right  of  way,  so  operated  that  when  the  crossing 
was  about  to  be  used  for  the  passage  of  trains  the  gates  were 
let  down  so  as  to  bar  the  approach  to  the  track  for  the  entire 
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width  of  the  street;  that  plaintiff  was  familiar  with  the 
crossing  and  the  purpose  for  which  the  gates  were  used ;  that 
pedestrians  were  accustomed,  notwithstanding  the  operation 
of  the  gates,  to  enter  upon  the  right  of  way  and  cross  it  as 
in  their  judgment  circumstances  would  permit;  that  on  a 
dark  night  between  the  hours  of  9  and  10,  plaintiff  approached 
the  crossing  by  way  of  the  street  from  the  east;  that  as  he 
arrived  at  the  gate  it  was  let  down,  but  he  nevertheless  passed 
around  it  and  proceeded  to  cross  the  right  of  way;  that  he 
looked  both  ways  and  listened  for  an  approaching  train,  and 
observing  one  coming  from  the  north,  about  500  feet  away, 
concluded  he  could  safely  proceed,  and  did  so ;  that  he  passed 
over  the  track  on  which  the  train  was  coming,  and  when  he 
reached  the  westerly  track  was  struck  and  injured  by  a  train 
that  was  backing  up  without  any  light  or  man  on  the  rear 
end  to  signal  its  approach.  He  testified  that  he  continued 
to  look  both  ways  for  approaching  trains  after  he  passed  the 
one  which  he  observed  600  feet  away. 

Defendant's  counsel  moved  the  court  for  a  nonsuit,  which 
was  granted,  and  from  the  judgment  thereupon  entered 
plaintiff  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  TF.  J.  Tv/tner^  of 
counsel,  and  </.  J,  McDormdly  attorney,  and  oral  argument 
by  Z.  8.  Pease.  They  contended,  inter  dUa^  that  the  use  of 
gates  or  flagmen  at  crossings  does  not  excuse  the  railway 
•company  from  the  use  of  signals  required  by  law  to  protect 
travelers  at  crossings.  Orippen,  v.  If.  Y.  C.  B.  Co.  40  N.  T. 
42;  HeddXes  v.  O.  <&  N.  W.  R.  Co.  Y4  Wis.  239;  Emne;/  v. 
OrockeTj  18  id.  Y4.  The  plaintiff  had  a  right  to  rely  upon 
the  continued  use  by  the  railway  company  of  signals  and 
warnings  which  were  well  known  to  him  and  which  had 
become  a  custom  and  usage  in  the  operation  of  the  com- 
pany's trains,  especially  when  such  signals  and  warnings 
were  still  required  by  the  statute  and  the  rules  of  the  com- 
pany.   Neuoeon  v.  Hf.  T.  C  R.  Co.  29  N.  T.  890;  Beach,  Con- 
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tributory  Negligence,  §  6Y;  Fmder  w.  jff.  <fe  (9.  R.  Co.  18  W. 
Ya.  579;  Philadelphia  c6  T.  i?.  Go.  v.  Sagrm^  47  Pa.  St. 
244;  J&Tw^  V.  jr.  B.  H.  Co.  85  N.  T.  9;  Wa/rd  v.  C,  St.  P., 
Jf.  c6  a  B.  Co.  86  Wis.  604;  Ferguson  v.  W.  C  R.  Co.  63  id. 
145;  Bums  v.  North  Chicago  RoUmg  MHZ  Co.  65  id.  315; 
Sendrickaon  v.  O.  N.  R.  Co.  49  Minn.  245. 
C  H.  Yam,  AUUne^  counsel,  for  the  respondent. 

Marshall,  J.  Where  there  is  a  reasonable  dispute  as  to 
the  evidentiary  facts  tending  to  establish  negligence,  or  to 
the  reasonable  inferences  which  a  jury  may  rightfully  draw 
therefrom,  the  ultimate  fact  as  to  whether  the  party  charged 
with  negligence  is  guilty  is  for  the  jury;  but  where  the  facts 
are  undisputed  and  the  inferences  therefrom  all  one  way, 
the  controversy  turns  on  a  question  of  law  and  must  be  de- 
cided by  the  court.  Testing  this  case  by  that  familiar  rule, 
the  trial  court  nonsuited  the  plaintiflf.  Whether  contribu- 
tory negligence  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiflf  was  conclusively 
established  so  as  to  raise  but  a  question  of  law  is  the  sole 
question  on  this  appeal. 

Some  things  in  the  law  of  negligence  are  settled  and  so 
firmly  established  by  judicial  authority  as  to  be  binding  on 
the  courts  as  rules  of  unwritten  law,  and  among  those  things 
is,  that  if  a  person  enters  upon  a  railway  track  after  receiv- 
ing  timely  warning  that  it  is  about  to  be  used  for  the  pas- 
sage  of  trains,  he  does  so  at  his  peril,  and  if  a  personal  injury 
results  by  his  being  struck  by  a  train,  such  result  is  attribu- 
table to  his  contributory  negligence,  and  neither  he  nor  his 
personal  representatives  can  recover  therefor.  There  are 
£ome  exceptions  to  this  rule  growing  out  of  special  circum- 
stances in  particular  cases,  but  the  facts  of  this  case  bring  it 
clearly  within  the  rule.  At  a  railway  crossing  of  a  public 
street  in  a  populous  city,  especially  where  there  are  several 
side  and  spur  tracks  as  well  as  main  tracks  in  frequent  use 
by  night  and  day,  the  maintenance  of  crossing  gates  is  one 
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of  the  most  common  and  most  effectual  methods  of  guard- 
ing the  personal  safety,  not  only  of  travelers  on  the  street, 
but  of  the  employees  <rf  the  railway  company  as  well.  Where 
gates  ^re  so  maintained  it  is  the  duty  of  travelers,  on  ap- 
proaching the  right  of  way  and  observing  that  the  gates  are 
down  or  about  to  be  let  down,  to  stop  till  they  are  raised 
before  proceeding.  The  presence  of  a  gate  across  the  ap- 
proach to  the  railway  tracks  says  to  the  traveler,  in  a  man- 
ner not  to  be  misunderstood,  that  such  tracks  are  presently 
to  be  used  for  the  passage  of  trains.  The  track,  itself,  is  a 
general  notice  of  danger,  calling  upon  the  traveler  to  look 
and  listen  for  approaching  trains,  but  the  presence  of  the 
gate  across  the  highway  is  more.  It  is  a  specific  notice  that 
the  danger  of  going  upon  the  right  of  way  is  immediate, 
and  that  no  person  of  ordinary  care  should  assume  it  with- 
out expecting  to  take  all  risks  upon  himself  of  what  may 
result  so  far  as  relates  to  his  personal  safety.  It  is  no  ex- 
cuse for  disregarding  such  a  warning  that  persons  are  ac- 
customed to  cross  at  that  place  when  the  crossing  gates  are 
down. .  True,  what  persons  customarily  do  under  similar 
circumstances  is  usually  the  test  of  ordinary  care,  but  to  that 
is  the  familiar  exception  that  where  the  doing  of  an  act  is 
so  obviously  dangerous  as  to  constitute  negligence  as  a  mat- 
ter of  law,  as  going  upon  railway  tracks,  or  walking  upon 
the  tracks  without  looking  or  listening,  or  persons,  not  em- 
ployees of  a  railway  company,  jumping  on  and  off  from 
moving  cars,  or  the  doing  of  any  other  of  the  many  things 
that  might  be  mentioned,  that  are  dangerous  in  themselves, 
it  is  inconsistent  with  ordinary  care,  regardless  of  custom. 
Flynn  v.  Eastern  B.  Co,  83  Wis.  238 ;  Qlover  v.  ScoUm^  82 
Mich.  369;  Wa/rden  v.  L,  <&  N,  R.  Co.  94:  Ala.  277;  George  v. 
M.  <&  0.  R.  Co.  109  Ala.  245;  Wherry  v.  D.,  M.  A  N.  R.  Co. 
64  Minn.  415. 

The  adjudicated  cases  on  the  questions  raised  here  are  su1> 
stantially  all  one  way  and  on  the  line  indicated.     Cleary  v. 


Wm.]  august  teem,  1898.  40» 

Douglas  Ya  The  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St  Paul  B.  Ca 

P.  <6  R.  R.  Co.  140  Pa.  St.  19,  is  directly  in  point.  There 
plaintiff  entered  within  the  limits  of  the  crossing,  disregard- 
ing the  gates,  and  while  looking  at  one  train  with  a  view  of 
avoiding  it,  was  struck  by  another.  Her  view  of  the  train 
that  did  the  injary  was  interfered  with  by  the  one  she  had 
in  mind  to  avoid.  There  was  no  bell  rung  or  whistle  sounded, 
nor  any  brakeman  or  flagman  on  the  the  car  that  did  the 
mischief  to  warn  persons  upon  the  crossing  of  its  approach. 
In  deciding  the  case  the  court  said,  in  effect:  Crossing  gates 
are  a  warning  to  all  persons  approaching  the  tracks,  whether 
traveling  on  foot  or  otherwise,  the  only  difference  being  that 
though  a  vehicle  cannot  pass  them  a  footman  may  if  suffi- 
ciently foolhardy  to  attempt  it  and  if  successful  in  escaping 
the  danger.  The  gates  are  a  warning,  not  for  a  particular 
train,  but  for  all  trains  that  may  be  about  to  pass  or  be  pass- 
ing while  they  are  down.  To  the  same  effect  are  Sheeham, 
V.  P.  A  R.  R.  Co.  166  Pa.  St.  354;  Pech  v.  N.  Y.,  N.  H.  cfe 
H.  R.  Co.  50  Conn.  879;  Granger  v.  B.  cfe  A.  R.  Co.  14ft 
Mass.  276;  BuvaU  v.  M.  C  R.  Co.  105  Mich.  386;  and  Bal- 
timare  <6  O.  R.  Co.  v.  Colvin^  118  Pa.  St.  230. 

In  Sheeham,  'o.  P.  &  R.  R.  Co.^  supra^  the  court  said,  in  sub- 
stance, that  if  a  person  goes  upon  a  railway  track  regardless 
of  the  warning  to  him  by  the  presence  of  the  gates  across 
the  approach,  and  is  injured  by  placing  himself  in  the  path- 
way  of  an  approaching  train,  without  wanton  negligence  on 
the  part  of  the  railway  company's  servants,  he  cannot  re- 
cover, whatever  he  may  say  about  looking  and  listening. 
Though  the  court  treated  the  failure  to  observe  the  approach- 
ing train  as  a  distinct  act  of  negligence,  precluding  a  recov- 
ery, the  act  of  being  on  the  right  of  way  at  all,  under  the 
circumstances,  was  also  deemed  fatal,  Cleary  v.  P.  <&  R.  R. 
Co.y  sripray  being  cited  as  controlling,  and  the  effect  of  the 
opinion  and  decision  said  to  be  as  stated. 

In  Changer  v.  B.  <k  A.  R.  Co.^  eujpra^  the  circumstances 
were  that  it  was  dark  and  misty,  so  that  the  lights  had  al- 
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ready  been  set  for  the  night ;  that  there  were  four  tracks, 
and  crossing  gates  let  down  so  as  to  bar  the  approach  thereto 
for  the  entire  width  of  the  street,  including  the  sidewalks ; 
that  a  train  had  entered  upon  the  crossing  on  the  first  track 
and  another  was  approaching  on  the  third  track  and  only  a 
short  distance  away.  The  person  injured,  disregarding  the 
warning  by  the  gates  being  down,  passed  under  or  around 
them  and  successfully  avoided  the  first  train,  but  was  struck 
by  the  second  about  seventeen  feet  further  on,  and  killed. 
The  court  below  sent  the  case  to  the  jury  with  the  result 
that  there  was  a  verdict  and  judgment  for  plaintiff.  On  ap- 
peal the  judgment  was  reversed,  the  court  saying  that  the 
presence  of  the  gates  sufficiently  warned  the  intestate  that 
it  was  dangerous  to  cross  the  tracks,  not  that  the  gates  were 
down  for  the  first  train  only,  which  was  in  plain  view,  but 
for  any  train  that  might  be  about  to  pass  the  crossing;  that 
the  scope  of  the  warning  was  that  the  defendant  required 
for  the  present  the  exclusive  use  of  the  entire  crossing  for 
its  business,  and  it  was  negligent  for  the- deceased  to  pass 
the  gates  and  go  upon  the  crossing  at  all  under  the  circum- 
stances. 

Perhaps  a  still  stronger  case  than  any  before  cited  is 
Deblina  v.  0.  C.  H,  Co.  154:  Mass.  402.  There  a  person  went 
upon  the  railway  tracks  regardless  of  the  crossing  gates 
being  down,  in  order  to  board  a  train  that  was  standing  on 
one  of  the  tracks.  There  was  another  train  approaching 
and  in  dangerous  proximity,  but  obscured  from  view  by  the 
first  train  mentioned.  It  was  dark  and  there  was  no  head- 
light or  other  means  of  warning  of  the  approach  of  the  mov- 
ing train,  other  than  the  position  of  the  gates  and  the  noise. 
Plaintiff  was  struck  by  the  latter  train  and  severely  injured. 
The  court  held  that  he  was  guilty  of  gross  negligence;  that 
if  he  had  been  a  mere  traveler  and  undertaken  to  cross  the 
tracks  while  the  gates  were  down,  knowing  that  fact,  he 
would  have  taken  the  risk  and  could  not  have  recovered  for 
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any  injury  received  from  a  passing  train;  that  if  the  f axjt 
that  he  desired  to  board  the  train  excused  him  from  passing 
the  gates  at  all  nnder  the  circumstances,  he  was  yet  bound, 
as  he  proceeded,  to  use  all  the  caution  which  the  nature  of 
the  case  would  permit,  and  that  such  precaution  required 
more  than  to  glance  in  the  direction  of  the  approaching 
train. 

The  reasoning  of  the  cases  to  which  special  attention  has 
been  called,  and  of  others  cited,  applies  to  the  facts  of  this 
case,  and  meets  with  imqualified  approval.  They  are  in  ac- 
cordance with  well-settled  principles  in  the  law  of  negli- 
gence, and  must  control  here  in  favor  of  the  affirmance  of 
the  judgment  appealed  from. 

JBy  the  Court. —  Judgment  affirmed. 


DuBB,  Appellant,  vs.  Wildish,  Assignee,  Eespondent. 

Atigust  SI  —  SepteTnber  £0, 1898. 

Voluntary  assignment:  Chattel  mortgage:  Right  of  possessunk 

Under  sees.  1698-1702,  Stat&  1898  (giving  the  circuit  court  full  "super- 
vision  of  the  proceedings"  in  voluntary  assignments,  and  author- 
izing it  to  "make  all  necessary  orders  for  the  execution  of  the 
same,**  and  for  the  proper  distribution  of  the  assets  of  the  estate^ 
the  right  to  the  possession  of  goods,  as  between  the  assignee  and  a 
mortgagee  of  the  assignor,  may  properly  be  determined  by  the  cir- 
cuit court  in  the  assignment  proceedings,  upon  an  order  to  show 
cause  to  which  both  claimants  are  parties;  but  the  validity  of  the 
mortgage  should  not  be  determined  in  that  manner. 

r 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwaukee 
county:  D.  H.  Johnsok,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Hoyt  <&  OhoeUj  and 
oral  argument  by  Z.  A.  Olwell.  They  contended,  inter  aUa^ 
that  the  court  was  without  jurisdiction  in  the  premises.    If 
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the  assignee  desires  to  recover  property  held  or  claimed  by 
others  he  must  proceed  as  every  one  else  is  required  to  do, 
namely,  by  action  where  a  trial  in  the  usual  method  may  be 
had.  Frost  v.  (Mzens'  Nat.  Bcmk^  68  Wis.  234,  240;  Matr 
thews  V.  Otty  87  id.  899,  and  cases  cited. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  hjW.Jl<&  J.  H, 
Turner,  and  oral  argument  by  W.  J.  Turner. 

Cassoday,  C.  J.    It  appears  from  the  record  that  April  80, 

1896,  one  Adolph  Landau  wa«  a  merchant  having  a  stock 
of  goods  and  fixtures  and  in  trade  in  the  store  at  the  place 
mentioned,  consisting  of  crockery,  glassware,  silverware, 
children's  carriages,  and  other  goods,  together  with  the  fix- 
tures belonging  to  the  same;  that  on  that  day  he  and  his 
wife  gave  to  the  plaintiff  a  chattel  mortgage  on  all  of  such 
stock  of  goods  and  fixtures  to  secure  the  payment  of  $2,500, 
evidenced  by  four  several  promissory  notes;  that  it  was 
agreed,  in  and  by  the  mortgage,  that  the  mortgagors  should 
have  the  right  to  sell  goods  covered  by  the  mortgage,  and 
add  to  the  stock  by  purchasing  other  goods;  that  it  was 
therein  specially  agreed  that  the  mortgage  should  and  did 
cover  such  property  as  should  be  afterwards  acquired,  and 
that  the  mortgagors  therein  agreed  to  make  statements 
under  oath,  and  file  the  same  with  the  city  clerk,  as  provided 
by  sec.  2316J,  Stats.  1898;  that  such  mortgage  was  filed 
May  4, 1896 ;  that  the  mortgagor  filed  with  the  city  clerk, 
at  or  about  every  sixty  days  from  its  date  to  October  28, 

1897,  a  verified  statement  of  his  sales,  the  total  valuation  of 
the  stock  added  from  time  to  time,  and  the  amount  of  sales; 
that  December  8, 1897,  a  part  of  the  mortgage  debt  being 
due,  Mrs.  Landau,  beiftg  alone  in  the  store,  was  induced  to 
deliver  the  key  of  the  store  to  the  plaintiff's  attorney;  that 
the  plaintiff  thereby  claimed  to  have  taken  possession  and 
be  in  possession  under  an  agreement  with  the  mortgagors 
and  the  usual  clause  in  the  mortgage  authorizing  the  same ; 
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that  December  13,  1897,  Landau,  being  indebted  to  other 
parties  for  merchandise  and  borrowed  money  to  an  amomit 
exceeding  $3,500,  made  a  voluntary  assignment  for  the  bene- 
fit of  his  creditors  to  the  defendant,  WUdish;  that  Wildish 
qualified  as  assignee,  and  entered  upon  the  discharge  of  his 
duties ;  that  thereupon  a  controversy  arose  as  to  whether 
the  mortgagee  or  the  assignee  had  the  right  to  the  posses- 
sion of  the  goods  and  fixtures;  that  each  party,  upon  affi- 
davits, obtained  an  order  upon  the  other  to  show  cause  why 
he  or  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  have  possession,  and  to 
restrain  the  other  party  from  interfering  with  such  posses- 
sion;  that,  upon  hearing  the  respective  parties  upon  both 
of  such  motions,  it  was  by  the  court  ordered,  in  effect,  that 
the  plaintiflf,  the  mortgagee,  and  Charles  J.  Stumpf,  their 
agents  and  assistants,  be,  and  they  were  thereby,  required 
to  deliver  said  merchandise  to  said  assignee,  and  to  refrain 
from  interfering  with  him  in  the  possession  thereof,  and  to 
permit  him  forthwith  to  make  an  inventory  of  said  mer- 
chandise, to  be  used  by  him  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties 
as  such  assignee;  and  that  the  motion  of  Wildish  was  thereby 
granted  and  allowed,  and  the  motion  of  the  plaintiff  and 
others  was  thereby  denied  and  disallowed. 

The  plaintiflf  appeals  from  that  part  of  the  order  which 
required  him  and  others  to  deliver  such  merchandise  to  the 
assignee,  and  to  refrain  from  interfering  with  the  possession 
thereof,  and  granting  and  allowing  such  motion  of  the  as- 
signee. 

The  stock  of  goods  and  fixtures  appears  to  have  been  of 
the  value  of  about  $6,000  at  the  time  of  the  making  of  such 
assignment.  The  defendant  claims  that  the  chattel  mort- 
gage was  void  on  its  face,  by  reason  of  the  omission,  from 
the  verified  statements  filed  by  the  mortgagor  every  sixty 
days,  of  any  statement  as  to  the  application  of  any  proceeds 
of  the  sales  made  upon  the  mortgage  debt,  and  by  the  fail- 
ure to  make  such  application,  as  required  by  sec.  23165, 
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Stats.  1898.  Such  claim  is  denied  by  the  plaintiff,  who  also 
insists  that,  even  if  the  mortgage  was  void  on  its  face  as 
against  creditors,  yet  such  defect  was  cured  by  his  taking 
actual  possession  under  the  mortgage  as  stated.  The  trial 
court  did  not  determine  these  questions,  and  we  think  they 
should  not  be  determined  upon  affidavits  upon  this  appeal. 
The  trial  court  very  properly  confined  its  decision  to  the 
right  to  the  possession.  No  question  is  presented  as  to  the 
validity  of  the  assignment.  The  general  creditors  repre- 
sented by  the  assignee  were  interested  in  the  sale  and  pro- 
ceeds of  the  goods  as  well  as  the  mortgagee.  Upon  the 
assignment  being  made,  the  circuit  court  had  full  "  super- 
vision of  the  proceedings  "  therein,  and  was  expressly  au- 
thorized to  "  make  all  necessary  orders  for  the  execution  of 
the  same,"  and,  finally,  for  the  proper  distribution  of  the 
assets  of  the  estate.  Stats.  1898,  sees.  1693-1702;  Littt^ohn 
V.  Twmer^  73  Wis.  113;  Lawson  v.  Stacy,  82  Wis.  303;  JFbrd 
V.  Clarke,  83  Wis.  45 ;  Case  v.  James,  90  Wis..  320 ;  In  re  CHI- 
hert,  94:  Wis.  108.  There  was  no  abuse  of  discretion  in  mak- 
ing the  order. 

By  the  Court —  The  portion  of  the  order  of  the  circuit 
court  appealed  from  is  affirmed. 


58ijiiio3n      Ratnoe,  Respondent,  vs.  Yalentik  Blatz  BsEwiNa  Con- 
^SiJ£  PANT,  AppeUant 

68lAillln 

—  August  SI — September  iO,  189S. 

Landlord  and  tenant:  Eviction:  Damages:  Evidence:  Loss  of  anticipated 
profits:  Illegal  business:  Pleading:  Appeal:  Exceptions, 

1.  Evidence  of  jyreyious  annual  profits,  made  while  cariTing  on  a  theater 
and  saloon  business  in  a  leased  building,  is  admissible  to  show  the 
profits  which  the  lessee  might  reasonably  anticipate  from  a  con- 
tinuation of  such  business  during  the  balance  of  the  term,  as  a 
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basis  for  estimating  the  damages  recoverable  for  a  wrongful  evic- 
tion; but  profits  made  on  Sundays,  resulting  from  a  criminal  vio- 
lation of  the  Sunday  laws,  can  form  no  legal  basis  for  the  estimate 
of  such  damages. 

2.  Where,  in  such  a  case,  the  defendant  attempted  by  cross-examina- 
tion of  the  plaintiff,  and  by  a  question  proposed  for  the  special  ver^ 
diet,  to  ascertain  what  part  of  the  anticipated  profits  were  based 
upon  the  Sunday  business,  but  the  trial  court  held  the  inquiry  im- 
material, exceptions  to  such  rulings  properly  raised,  for  review  on 
appeal,  the  question  as  to  such  profit& 

8.  It  was  not  necessary,  in  such  a  case,  for  the  defendant  to  plead  the 
violation  of  the  Sunday  laws,  the  question  as  to  the  proper  ele- 
ments of  damage  being  one  of  evidence. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county :  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

This  was  an  action  by  the  lessee  of  real  estate  against  his 
lessor  for  damages  for  alleged  breach  of  the  covenants  of  a 
lease.  It  appears  that  about  April  1, 1895,  the  defendant 
leased  to  the  plaintiff  for  one  year  a  building  in  the  city  of 
Milwaukee,  known  as  the  "  People's  Theater,"  to  be  used  as 
a  theater  and  saloon,  at  a  rental  of  $200  per  month.  The 
plaintiff  had  been  in  possession  of  the  theater  for  several 
years  previously,  and  this  last  lease  was  an  oral  lease  for  a 
year  only.  The  rent  for  the  month  of  April  was  paid,  and 
then  the  plaintiff  continued  in  possession,  and  operated  his 
theater  and  saloon  in  connection,  until  April  28, 1895,  when 
the  season  was  said  to  be  over,  and  the  theater  was  closed. 
The  plaintiff  claims  that,  as  part  of  the  lease,  the  defendant 
agreed  to  make  all  necessary  repairs  in  the  building  during 
the  year;  but  the  defendant  denies  this,  and  claims  that  it 
only  agreed  to  make  certain  specified  repairs,  which  were 
then  pointed  out  by  the  plaintiff,  and  which  were  made.  In 
June,  1895,  a  new  building  was  about  to  be  erected  immedi- 
ately joining  the  theater,  and  the  city  inspector  of  buildings 
thereupon  inspected  the  building  in  question  and  condemned 
it  as  dangerous,  and  ordered  it  to  be  torn  down.  On  the  26th 
of  June,  the  plaintiff,  by  letter,  demanded  that  the  building  be 
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put  in  repair.  Two  days  later,  the  defendant  replied  by  letter 
denjnng  that  it  had  made  any  agreement  to  repair.  On  the 
11th  of  July,  the  plaintiff,  by  letter,  demanded  that  repairs 
be  made  forthwith,  and  sent  the  keys  of  the  building  to  the 
defendant  for  the  purpose  of  permitting  it  to  make  the  nec- 
essary repairs.  The  defendant  made  no  repairs,  but  on  the 
13th  of  August  returned  the  keys,  with  a  short  letter  saying 
that  it  had  complied  with  the  terms  of  the  lease.  On  the 
14th  of  August,  the  plaintiff  replied  to  this  letter,  asking  in 
what  particulars  the  lease  had  been  complied  with,  and  lim- 
ited the  time  for  a  reply  to  August  20th,  on  the  ground  that 
after  that  time  he  would  have  no  use  for  the  premises,  as  he 
would  be  unable  to  carry  out  his  contracts  with  theatrical 
companies.  The  defendant  made  no  reply  to  this  letter,  and 
made  no  repairs,  but,  in  October  following,  tore  down  the 
building. 

Upon  the  trial,  the  plaintiff  was  allowed  to  prove  as  a  basis 
for  the  estimation  of  damages  what  his  profits  had  been  in 
the  use  of  the  building  as  a  theater  and  saloon  during  the 
several  years  immediately  preceding  the  year  in  question,  and 
it  appeared  that  he  had  operated  the  theater  and  saloon  upon 
Sunday  as  well  as  upon  week  days,  whereupon,  upon  the 
cross-examination,  the  defendant's  attorney  endeavored  to 
ascertain  from  the  plaintiff  what  part  of  the  estimated  prof- 
its were  derived  from  the  Sunday  business.  After  several 
questions  upon  this  subject,  the  court  made  the  following 
ruling,  to  which  the  defendant  took  exception;  "I  hold  the 
profits  which  he  makes  on  Sundays  are  to  be  included  the 
same  as  other  days,  and  that  the  profits  which  this  man 
made  on  Sunday  in  his  business  are  not  to  be  distinguished 
from  the  profits  he  made  generally.  I  will  give  you  the 
benefit  of  the  exception,  and  stop  the  investigation  right  here 
as  far  as  the  Sunday  business  is  concerned,  without  holding 
whether  his  business  is  legal  or  illegal  on  Sundays  or  other 
days.    There  is  a  difference  between  a  contract  made  on  Sun- 
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day  and  executed  on  Sunday.  A  court  held  a  contract  made 
on  Sunday  was  illegal,  but  they  never  held  a  contract  exe- 
cuted on  Sunday  illegal.  The  result  of  that  would  be  in  an 
accounting  between  partners,  or  in  such  business,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  eliminate  from  the  business  the  business  done 
on  Sunday,  if  any  of  it  was  done  on  Sunday.  If  he  is  en- 
titled to  recover  profits,  it  is  immaterial  whether  they  were 
made  on  Sunday  or  any  other  day,  in  my  judgment."  There- 
upon no  further  questions  were  asked  upon  this  subject. 

A  special  verdict  was  demanded,  and  the  defendant,  among 
other  questions,  requested  that  the  court  submit  the  follow- 
ing questions  as  a  part  of  the  special  verdict :  "  (7)  Did  the 
plaintiff,  during  the  years  1891  and  1895,  run  his  theater  and 
the  premises  in  question  on  Sundays  ?  (8)  If  you  answer  the 
foregoing  interrogatory  in  the  affirmative,  was  not  a  largo 
portion  of  his  profits  derived  from  keeping  open  his  theater 
and  premises  in  question  on  Sundays  ?  (9)  Was  a  consider- 
able portion  of  the  profits  of  the  plaintiff  derived  from  the 
sale  of  liquors  in  his  said  theater  on  Sundays  ?  (10)  Is  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  anticipated  profits  claimed  by  the 
plaintiff  founded  on  the  expected  keeping  open  of  said  theater 
on  Sundays,  and  the  sale  of  liquors  therein  on  such  daj^s  ? 
(17)  How  much  of  the  anticipated  profits  claimed  by  plaint- 
iff as  damages  were  to  be  derived  from  the  keeping  open  of 
the  theater  on  Sundays,  and  the  sale  of  liquors  therein  on 
said  days  ?  "  The  court  refused  to  submit  anj^  of  these  ques- 
tions, and  exceptions  were  duly  taken  to  such  rulings. 

The  following  special  verdict  was  rendered :  "  (1)  Did  the 

<lefendant  corporation  lease  the  premises .  in  question  to  the 

plaintiff  for  the  term  of  one  year  from  the  first  of  April, 

1895,  upon  the  terms  stated  in  the  complaint,  except  as  to 

repairs  ?  Answered  by  direction  of  the  court :  It  did.   (2)  Did 

the  plaintiff  remain  in  possession  of  said  premises  during 

substantially  the  whole  month  of  April,  1895  ?    Answered 

by  direction  of  the  court:  He  did.    (3)  Did  the  plaintiff  pay 
Vol.  100  —  27 
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to  the  defendant  corporation  the  sum  of  two  hundred  dollars 
on  account  of  the  rent  reserved  in  said  lease  ?  Answered  by 
direction  of  the  court:  He  did.  (4)  Did  the  defendant  cor- 
poration, prior  to  the  making  of  said  lease,  or  at  the  time  of 
the  making  thereof,  undertake  to  make  some  repairs  upon 
said  building  ?  Answered  by  direction  of  the  court :  It  did. 
(5)  Were  such  repairs  pointed  out  by  the  plaintiff,  and  agreed 
to  by  the  defendant  corporation ;  or  were  the  repairs  which 
the  defendant  corporation  undertook  to  make  all  necessary 
repairs  for  the  use  of  the  premises  in  question,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  a  theater  and  barroom  ?  Necessary  repairs.  (7)  If, 
in  answer  to  the  fifth  interrogatory,  you  say  that  the  repairs 
undertaken  to  be  made  by  the  defendant  corporation  w^ere 
such  general  repairs  as  were  necessary  for  the  use  of  the 
premises,  for  the  purposes  of  a  theater  and  barroom,  did  the 
defendant  corporation  subsequently  refuse  to  make  such  re- 
pairs? It  did.  (8)  Was  the  building  in  question  owned  by 
the  defendant  corporation,  standing  upon  land  owned  by  the 
Pabst  Brewing  Company,  and  leased  by  the  defendant  cor- 
poration? Answer  by  direction  of  the  court :  It  was.  (9)  Did 
the  building  inspector  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  on  or  about 
the  6th  day  of  June,  1895,  notify  the  defendant  corporation 
that  said  building  was  dangerous,  and  that  the  same  was  con- 
demned ?  Answer  by  direction  of  the  court :  He  did.  (10)  How 
long  did  said  building  remain  standing  and  without  further 
repair  after  said  notice  was  given  ?  Answer  by  direction  of 
the  court :  About  four  months.  (11)  At  the  time  of  the  taking 
of  the  lease  aforesaid,  did  the  defendant  corporation  know,  or 
could  it  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care  have  known,  the  then 
condition  of  said  building  ?  They  could.  (12)  Did  the  plaintiff 
at  the  time  of  said  leasing  know,  or  could  he  in  the  exercise 
of  ordinary  care  have  known,  the  then  condition  of  said 
building  ?  No.  (13)  Was  the  said  building,  at  the  time  of 
the  making  of  said  lease,  in  an  unsafe  condition,  so  that  it 
was  dangerous  to  run  a  theater  and  a  barroom  in  said  build- 
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ing?  No.  (14)  Could  said  buUding  have  been  repaired  so 
as  to  make  it  safe  to  run  a  theater  and  barroom  therein  dur- 
ing the  term  of  said  lease,  to  wit,  one  year  from  the  first  day 
of  April,  1896?  Yes.  (15)  If  you  answer  the  last  inter- 
rogatory in  the  aflBrmative,  what  would  be  the  expense  of 
making  such  repairs  ?  Cannot  telL  (16)  Did  the  defendant 
corporation  demolish  the  building,  as  charged  in  the  com- 
plaint ?  Answer  by  direction  of  the  court :  It  did.  (17)  What 
profit,  if  any,  could  the  plaintiff  have  made  by  the  use  of 
said  building  for  a  theater  and  barroom  during  the  term  of 
eleven  months,  commencing  May  1, 1895  ?    $8,250." 

Judgment  for  the  plaintiff  thereon  was  rendered,  and  the 
defendant  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  SyVoester^  ScTmber 
<b  Orthy  and  oral  argument  by  Fred.  Scheiber,  They  con- 
tended, imier  alia^  that  there  are  so  many  elements  of  uncer- 
tainty that  enter  into  the  production  of  profits  in  plaintiff's 
business  that  they  are  too  conjectural  to  form  a  legitimate 
basis  for  a  recovery  of  damages.  ShadhoU  <&  Boyd  I.  Co.  v. 
Topliff^  85  Wis.  513,  and  cases  cited  on  p.  525 ;  Pewaxckee  M. 
Co.  V.  Sbwittj  86  id.  270, 277,  and  cases  cited ;  Todd  v.  Keener 
167  Mass.  157 ;  Ifdble  v.  Band,  163  id.  289 ;  Brown  v.  Smith,  12 
Cush.  866 ;  Bematem  v.  Meechj  130  N.  T.  364 ;  Moss  v.  Torwp- 
Tcim,  69  Hun,  288;  S.  C  144  K  T.  659. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  C  TF.  Brigga  and 
Tirrdm  <&  Olichsmcm,  and  oral  argument  hjMr.  Briggs  and 
Mr.  W.  H.  Timlin.  To  the  point  that  no  question  of  ille- 
gality or  of  Sunday  violation  could  be  raised  by  the  appellant 
because  not  aflSrmatively  pleaded,  they  cited  Muster  v.  Adler, 
86  Mo.  445-449;  Moore  v.  Bingo,  82  id.  468;  Suit  v.  Wood- 
hall,  116  Mass.  547;  St.  Louis  A.  &  M.  Asao.  v.  Delano,  108 
Mo.  217-220,  and  cases  cited;  Denton  v.  Logan,  3  Met.  (Ky.), 
434;  Bradford  v.  Tmkham,  6  Gray,  494;  Durham  JPertiUzer 
Co.  V.  PageU,  39  S.  C.  69. 
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WiNSLow,  J.  The  verdict  in  this  case  justifies  the  judg- 
ment for  the  plaintiff,  and  we  have  discovered  no  substantial 
error  in  the  case  save  upon  the  question  of  the  measure  of 
damages.  This  was  undoubtedly  a  case  within  the  rules  laid 
down  in  Poposkey  v.  Munhwitz^  68  Wis.  322,  where  the  law 
authorizes  the  recovery  of  anticipated  profits  of  a  business 
as  damages.  The  loss  of  such  profits  in  the  present  case  must 
clearly  have  been  within  the  contemplation  of  the  parties, 
and  they  are  not  too  remote  or  conjectural,  and  are  capable 
of  being  ascertained  with  reasonable  certainty,  because  the 
plaintiff  had  been  transacting  the  same  business  for  years  in 
the  building.  The  evidence,  therefore,  showing  the  plaint- 
iff's previous  annual  profits  in  this  very  building  while  trans- 
acting the  same  business,  was  properly  received  as  a  basis 
for  ascertaining  the  profits  which  he  might  reasonably  an- 
ticipate during  the  balance  of  the  year  after  his  practical 
eviction.  But  the  profits  of  an  unlawful  business  cannot  be 
any  proper  basis  for  the  estimate  of  damages.  This  would 
seem  to  be  too  clear  for  argument.  The  profits  made  on 
week  days  may  properly  form  such  basis;  but  the  profits 
made  on  Sundays,  resulting  from  a  criminal  violation  of  the 
Sunday  law,  cannot  form  any  legal  basis  for  the  estimate  of 
damages.  As  well  might  it  be  claimed  that  the  profits  re- 
sulting from  operating  a  gambling  hall  or  a  house  of  ill  fame 
could  be  used  as  a  basis  for  damages.  To  state  the  proposi- 
tion is  to  answer  it.  The  defendant  attempted,  by  cross- 
examination  of  the  plaintiff,  and  by  a  question  proposed  to 
be  submitted  in  the  special  verdict,  to  ascertain  what  part 
of  the  anticipated  profits  were  based  upon  the  Sunday  busi- 
ness; but  it  was  held  by  the  court  that  the  inquiry  wjis  im- 
material, and  we  regard  the  question  as  properly  raised  by 
the  exceptions  taken  to  these  rulings.  N'or  was  it  necessary 
to  raise  the  question  by  pleading.  The  defendant  was  not 
required  to  anticipate  that  the  court  would  allow  evidence 
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of  improper  elements  of  damage  to  be  received  and  go  to 
the  jury.  It  is  a  question  of  evidence,  and  not  of  pleading. 
It  seems  quite  certain  that  the  jury  took  into  account  the 
Sunday  profits  of  past  years  in  their  estimate  of  the  profits 
to  be  anticipated.  Certainly,  the  rulings  of  the  court  prac- 
tically required  them  to  do  so.  Hence  there  must  be  a  new 
trial. 

By  the  Court, —  Judgment  reversed,  and  action  remanded 
for  a  new  trial. 


Winkler  and  others,  Executors,  Appellants,  vs.  Magdeburg, 

Assignee,  imp.,  Kespondent. 
Same,  Respondents,  vs.  Same,  Appellant 

September  1  —  September  SO,  1898. 

(1)  Pledge:  Redemption:  "Recourse  to  collaterals,^^   (2)  Mortgages:  Fore- 
closure: Receivers, 

1.  A  promissory  note  secured  by  coUaterals  provided  that  "  if  recourse 

is  had  to  the  collaterals,  any  excess  of  collaterals  upon  this  note 
shall  be  applicable  to  any  other  note  or  claim  held  by  said  holder 
against  the  maker  or  makers  hereof."  Held,  that  "  recourse  to  col- 
laterals "  meant  an  actual  sale  thereof,  and  that  where  notice  of  an. 
intention  to  seU  had  been  given,  but  by  agreement  the  sale  had 
been  postponed,  a  tender  of  the  amount  due  on  the  note  before  the 
sale  took  place  superseded  the  authority  to  sell,  and  redeemed  the 
collaterals,  leaving  no  right  to  have  any  excess  in  their  value  ap- 
plied on  other  claims. 

2.  The  appointment  of  a  receiver,  pending  the  foreclosure  of  mort- 

gages, to  collect  and  apply  the  rents  of  the  premises,  is  held  to  have 
been  proper,  where  the  mortgagor  was  insolvent  and  had  made  a 
general  assignment,  and  the  assignee  was  in  possession,  taking  the 
rents  and  profits  of  the  mortgaged  premises,  but  the  taxes  had  not 
1t>een  paid  or  the  insurance  kept  up,  and  there  was  a  question 
whether  the  premises  would  be  found  to  be  adequate  security  for 
the  amount  of  the  mortgage  debts  and  subsequent  incumbrances^ 
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Appeals  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county:  Gbo.  E.  Sutheeland,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  was  an  action  for  the  foreclosure  of  certain  mort- 
gages, and  the  complaint  alleged  that  the  defendant  Richter 
and  wife,  June  17, 1889,  executed  a  mortgage  of  lots  6  and 
7  in  block  37  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  to  secure  the  note  of 
said  Richter  for  $6,000,  of  which  $5,000  and  interest  remained 
due,  which  note  and  mortgage  were  held  by  the  plaintiffs. 
Also,  that  they,  on  April  12, 1895,  executed  a  mortgage  of 
lots  5,  6,  7,  and  14  in  block  37  in  the  Second  ward  of  the 
city  of  Milwaukee,  and  of  the  north  half  of  lot  9  in  block  63 
in  the  Fourth  ward  of  said  city,  to  secure  the  notes  of  said 
Richter,  amounting  to  $20,000,  which,  with  accrued  interest, 
remained  wholly  unpaid;  that  said  notes  and  mortgages  had 
been  assigned  to  the  plaintiffs  prior  to  the  1st  of  January, 
1896;  that  on  the  9th  of  May,  1896,  they  being  the  owners 
and  holders  of  said  notes  and  mortgages  and  the  indebted- 
ness secured  thereby,  the  defendant  Richter,  for  value  re- 
ceived, in  addition  to  said  notes  and  mortgages,  made  his 
promissory  note  in  writing,  dated  May  9, 1896,  whereby  he 
promised  to  pay  to  the  order  of  the  estate  of  Rudolph  Nun- 
nemacher  (the  plaintiffs  being  then  and  there  the  legal  rep- 
resentatives of  said  estate,  and  the  executors  of  said  Nunne- 
macher,  deceased)  the  sum  of  $4,000,  with  interest  at  the 
rate  of  six  per  cent,  per  annum,  payable  semi-annually,  and 
delivered  the  same  to  the  plaintiffs,  and  deposited  with 
them,  as  collateral  security  for  the  payment  ofsaidn^te^  forty- 
three  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  Concordia  Fire  In- 
surance Company;  that  the  defendants,  in  and  by  the  terms 
of  said  promissory  note,  gave  to  the  legal  holder  thereof  au- 
thority to  sell  the  said  forty-three  shares  of  stock,  or  any 
part  thereof,  on  the  maturity  of  said  note,  or  at  any  time 
thereafter,  without  advertising  the  same  or  demanding  pay- 
ment or  giving  any  notice,  and  to  apply  so  much  of  the  pro- 
ceeds thereof  to  the  payment  of  the  said  note  as  might  be 
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necessary  to  pay  the  same,  with  all  interest  due  and  all  ex- 
penses attending  the  sale  of  the  secnrities,  including  attor- 
ney's fees ;  that  in  and  by  said  note  it  was  specially  agreed 
that  at  such  sale  the  holder  thereof  might  become  the  pur- 
chaser of  the  whole  or  any  part  of  said  collaterals ;  cmd  that, 
^Hf  recourse  was  had  to  aodd  coUcUerals,  amy  excess  of  coUair 
erals  upon  said  note  should  he  applicable  to  any  other  note  or 
claim  hdd  hy  said  holder  against  the  maker  thereof  ^'^ 

The  complaint  further  alleged  that  the  defendant  Eichter 
became  insolvent  prior  to  the  maturity  of  the  note,  and  on 
the  3d  of  May,  1897,  made  an  assignment  for  the  benefit  of 
his  creditors,  pursuant  to  the  statute  in  such  case  made  and 
provided;  that  the  defendant  Magdeburg  became  and  was 
his  assignee,  and  entered  upon  his  duties  as  such ;  that  said 
$4,000  note  was  not  paid  at  maturity,  and  the  plaintiffs  gave 
notice-  to  the  defendant  Magdeburg,  the  assignee  of  the  de- 
fendant Eichter,  of  the  terms  of  said  note,  and  that  they 
would  cause  said  forty-three  shares  of  stock  to  be  sold  at 
their  office,  May  24, 1897,  at  10  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  and 
would  apply  the  proceeds  of  said  sale,  first,  to  the  payment 
of  said  note,  amd  the  excess,  if  amy,  to  other  obligations  of  said 
Frederick  Rickter  held  hy  said  plaintiffs;  that  like  notice 
was  on  or  about  the  same  day  given  to  the  defendant  Eich- 
ter; that,  after  the  giving  of  such  notice,  the  defendants 
Magdebv/rg  and  Eichter  requested  said  plaintiffs  to  postpone 
said  sale  in  order  that  a  fair  price  might  be  realized  for  said 
collaterals;  and  by  agreement  the  sale  was  postponed  to  the 
2d  of  .June,  at  10  oclock  in  the  forenoon,  at  the  same  place; 
that  after  said  postponement  had  been  agreed  on,  said  J%- 
deburg  tendered  to  the  plaintiffs  the  amount  due  on  said 
$4,000  promissory  note,  dated  May  9, 1896,  for  principal  and 
interest,  and  demanded  the  surrender  of  said  collaterals; 
that  it  was  then  well  known  that  there  was  an  excess  in  said 
collaterals  over  and  above  the  amount  due  upon  the  said 
note,  whereupon  the  plaintiffs  claimed  that,  by  the  terms  of 
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said  note,  they  were  entitled  to  the  application  of  such  ex- 
cess to  the  said  other  notes  so  held  by  them  as  aforesaid ; 
that  the  plaintiffs  did  not  accept  said  moneys  so  tendered 
them,  nor  surrender  said  certificates  of  stock;  and  the  plaint- 
iffs alleged  that  said  proposed  payment  of  said  note  by  said 
assignee  was,  in  point  of  fact,  an  attempt  to  pay  said  note 
out  of  said  collaterals,  when  the  said  assignee  had  in  bis  pos- 
session, as  such,  no  means  for  paying  the  same,  nor  had  the 
same  been  proved  as  a  claim  against  the  estate  represented 
by  him,  but  he  had  procured  the  money  to  make  said  ten- 
der upon  the  faith  and  credit  of  said  collaterals  only,  and 
expected  to  repay  the  same  out  of  a  sale  thereof  which  he 
expected  to  be  able  to  make  in  a  very  short  time,  and  thus 
to  turn  said  collaterals  to  the  payment  of  the  note,  and  se- 
cure to  himself  as  assignee  the  surplus  value  thereof.  The 
plaintiffs  also  claimed  that  by  reason  of  recourse  had  to  said 
collaterals  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  $4,000  note,  afore- 
said, they  were  entitled  to  the  excess  of  said  collaterals  over 
and  above  the  amount  due  on  said  note,  to  apply  on  the 
notes  hereinbefore  set  forth,  and  then  so  held  by  them. 

It  was  alleged  and  shown  that  after  the  notice  of  sale  and 
adjournment  thereof,  so  agreed  upon,  the  plaintiffs,  June  2, 
1897,  caused  said  forty-three  shares  of  stock  to  be  sold  at 
public  auction  to  the  highest  bidder,  for  the  sum  of  $7,052; 
that  the  plaintiffs  paid  for  expenses  of  sale,  including  attor- 
ney's fees,  $100,  alleged  to  be  a  just  and  reasonable  sum, 
realizing  from  the  sale  of  said  collaterals  the  sum  of  $6,952 ; 
and  that  there  was  due  upon  said  note  of  $4,000,  dated  May  9, 
1896,  with  interest  to  May  29,  1897,  the  sum  of  $4,253.33, 
leaving  a  surplus  to  be  disposed  of  in  the  hands  of  the  plaint- 
iffs of  $2,698.67,  which  they  claimed  to  be  entitled  to  hold, 
and  to  apply  on  the  notes  and  indebtedness  hereinbefore  set 
out;  but,  if  they  were  not  entitled  thereto,  they  were  ready 
to  pay  the  same  to  the  defendant  Magdeburg^  or  such  other 
party  as  might  be  adjudged  entitled  thereto.     The  plaintiffs 


Wis.]  august  TERM,  1898.  425 

Winkler  and  others  tb.  Magdeburg. 

charged,  upon  information  and  belief,  that  the  defendant 
Richter  was  utterly  insolvent  and  irresponsible,  and  that  no 
claim  for  any  deficiency  could  ever  be  collected  from  him, 
and  alleged,  upon  information  and  belief,  that  the  mortgaged 
premises  were  scant  and  inadequate  security  for  the  said 
indebtedness,  and  were  further  incumbered  by  a  mortgage  of 
$10,000  held  by  the  defendant  Jacob  !N"unnemacher. 

Plaintiflfs  demanded  judgment,  fixing  the  amount  due 
them  upon  said  notes  secured  by  mortgages  as  aforesaid, 
both  for  principal  and  interest,  and  also  for  premiums  of  in- 
surance paid  by  them,  and  for  any  taxes  they  might  there- 
after pay  upon  said  mortgaged  premises,  and  any  other 
moneys  or  expenses  they  might  be  required  to  pay  out,  and 
which  ought  to  be  paid  by  said  mortgagors,  and  that  it  be 
determined  and  adjudged  by  the  court  whether  or  not  the 
plaintiffs  were  entitled  to  said  sum  of  $2,698.67,  and  that 
the  same  be,  by  the  judgment  of  the  court,  applied  towards 
the  payment  of  said  indebtedness,  and  that  the  sum  due 
to  the  plaintiflfs  upon  said  indebtedness  be  fixed  by  such  judg- 
ment. There  was  a  prayer  for  a  sale  of  the  mortgaged  prem- 
ises in  case  the  same  were  not  redeemed,  and  for  general 
relief. 

The  defendant  Jacob  Nunnemacher  and  the  plaintiflfs  had 
filed  a  duly  verified  petition,  supported  by  affidavits,  for  the 
appointment  of  a  receiver  to  collect  and  receive  the  rents 
and  profits  of  the  mortgaged  premises,  and  out  of  the  same  to 
pay  the  taxes  accrued,  and  such  as  should  thereafter  accrue, 
and  repay  the  sums  of  money  expended  by  the  plaintiflfs  for 
premiums  of  insurance,  with  interest  thereon,  and  that  he 
pay  out  of  said  rents  the  cost  of  keeping  said  property  in- 
sured to  the  date  of  sale,  and  hold  the  remainder  of  the 
moneys  subject  to  the  order  of  the  court,  to  be  applied  to 
the  payment  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  said  several  mort- 
gages, if  upon  sale  the  same  should  not  otherwise  be  paid  in 
full,  alleging  that  the  property  was  uncertain  and  inade- 
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<qnate  security  for  the  whole  amount  of  the  indebtedness, 
■and  it  was  very  doubtful  whether  it  could  be  sold  for  suffi- 
cient to  discharge  the  same  if  taxes,  interest,  and  cost  of 
insurance  were  allowed  to  accumulate.  The  petition  also 
Averred  the  insolvency  of  Richter,  and  the  execution  by  him, 
and  by  the  firm  of  Richter  &  Sons,  of  which  he  was  a  mem- 
ber, of  an  assignment  to  the  defendant  Magdebwrg  of  their 
property  for  the  benefit  of  their  creditors,  and  that  said  as- 
signee was  receiving  and  collecting  the  rents  and  profits. 

Said  petition  was  opposed  by  a  verified  answer  and  affi- 
davits, denying  that  the  mortgaged  premises  were  uncertain 
or  inadequate  security  for  the  amount  referred  to,  and  al- 
leging that  the  present  cash  value  of  said  property  and  real 
-estate  exceeds  considerably  the  whole  amount  due  on  said 
mortgages,  including  interest,  taxes,  and  insurance,  and  the 
amounts  to  become  due  before  sale  thereof  under  foreclos- 
ure ;  that  all  of  said  real  estate  was  what  was  termed  by 
brokers  "  inside  property,"  and  had  a  certain  fixed  value, 
that  had  not  fluctuated,  but  was  constantly  increasing,  and 
averred  that,  in  the  opinion  of  deponents,  said  plaintiffs  and 
said  Jacob  Nunnemacher  were  amply  secured  under  said 
mortgages. 

The  court  found  that  sufiicient  grounds  existed  for  the 
appointment  of  a  receiver  as  prayed  for,  and,  as  a  part  of 
the  judgment,  appointed  a  receiver  accordingly  to  collect 
the  rents  of  such  portions  of  the  mortgaged  premises  as  were 
rented,  etc.,  and  directed  that  the  defendant  Magdeburg 
should  not  be  required  to  pay  rent  for  such  portion  of  the 
mortgaged  premises  as  he  might  personally  occupy  as  as- 
signee,  nor  should  the  receiver  dispossess  said  defendant 
Richter  of  such  portion  thereof  as  he  occupied  at  the  time 
of  the  commencement  of  the  action  for  his  home,  nor  re- 
quire him  to  pay  rent  therefor,  but  that  he  should  receive 
and  collect  all  other  rents  accruing  from  and  after  the  date 
of  the  judgment,  and  apply  the  same  as  therein  specified. 
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The  court  found,  as  conclusions  of  law,  that  the  plaiotiSs 
had  no  interest  in  the  excess  of  the  collaterals,  to  wit,  forty- 
three  shares  of  stock  of  the  Concordia  Fire  Insurance  Com- 
pany, mentioned  in  the  complaint  and  findings,  and  had  no 
right  to  apply  the  excess  thereof  npon  the  debt  set  out  in 
the  judgment,  and  that  the  defendant  Frederick  H.  Magde- 
burg recover  of  the  plaintiffs  the  costs  of  the  issue  raised  by 
his  answer.    Judgment  was  entered  accordingly. 

The  plaintiffs  appealed  from  that  portion  of  the  judgment 
relating  to  the  excess  of  the  collaterals  and  to  the  costs. 
The  defendant  Magdehurg,  as  assignee,  etc.,  appealed  from 
that  part  of  the  judgment  appointing  a  receiver. 

For  the  plaintiffs  there  were  briefs  by  WinTdefTy  Flanders, 
Smithy  Bottum  <&  Vilas,  and  oral  argument  by  F.  C.  "Winkler. 

For  the  defendant  there  were  briefs  by  Sylvester,  Scheiber 
(6  Orth,  and  oral  argument  by  Fred,  Sclteiler. 

PiNNET,  J.  The  main  question  is  as  to  the  proper  con- 
struction of  the  $4,000  note.  What  is  the  meaning  of  the 
provision  therein  "  if  recourse  is  had  to  the  collaterals,"  and 
was  such  recourse  had  by  the  plaintiffs  in  this  case  ?  The 
note  gave  the  pledgee  or  holder  thereof  conditional  author- 
ity to  sell  the  shares  of  stock,  or  any  part  thereof,  but  de- 
pending on  the  previous  maturity  of  the  $4,000  note,  or  at 
any  time  thereafter,  in  the  event  of  the  securities  depreciat- 
ing in  value  in  the  opinion  of  the  holder,  at  public  or  private 
Sale  at  his  discretion,  without  advertising  the  same  or  de- 
manding payment  or  giving  any  notice,  and  to  apply  so 
much  of  the  proceeds  thereof  to  the  payment  of  the  note  as 
might  be  necessary  to  pay  the  same,  with  all  interest  due 
and  aU  expenses  attending  the  sale  of  the  securities,  includ- 
ing attorney's  fees,  etc. ;  and,  in  case  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale  of  said  securities  should  not  cover  the  principal,  interest, 
and  expenses,  the  maker  or  makers  thereof  promised  to  pay 
such  deficiency  forthwith  after  such  sale.    The  sale  specified 
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was  exceedingly  summary  in  its  nature,  and  its  conditions 
and  consequences  were  extremely  stringent.  The  pledgee 
might  purchase  at  his  own  sale,  and  it  was  stipulated  that, 
"  if  recourse  is  had  to  the  collaterals^  any  excess  of  coUaierals 
upon  this  note  shaU  he  applicahle  to  am,y  other  note  or  dairrh 
held  hy  said  holder  against  the  maimer  or  makers  hereof;  and, 
in  case  of  exchange  of  or  addition  to  the  collaterals  above 
named,  the  provisions  of  this  note  shall  extend  to  such  new 
or  additional  collaterals." 

The  law  regards  the  right  of  redemption  with  favor,  and 
it  would  seem  that  it  cannot  well  be  doubted  but  that  the 
pledgor  in  this  case  might  lawfully  redeem  the  pledge  at 
any  time  before  actual  sale ;  that  by  the  recourse  mentioned 
in  the  note  was  intended  an  efficient  resort  to  the  collaterals 
by  sale  for  the  purpose  of  realizing  their  value,  with  a  view 
to  a  proper  application  of  the  same  to  the  debts  of  the  mak- 
ers; and  it  would  seem  clear  that  a  mere  notice  of  intention 
to  exercise  the  power  of  sale  could  not  be  considered  as  an 
actual  or  efficient  recourse  or  resort  to  the  collaterals  for  any 
real  or  practical  purpose.  Mere  notice  of  an  intention  to  sell 
could  not  of  itself  be  attended  by  any  legal  consequences, 
and  the  mere  declaration  of  an  intention  to  sell,  wholly  un- 
executed, cannot  properly  be  considered  as  a  resort  to  them 
for  any  cause  or  purpose,  particularly  when,  by  mutual  con- 
sent of  the  parties,  the  proposed  sale  at  the  time  specified 
was  wholly  abandoned,  and  a  different  time  was  specified  or 
agreed  on.  We  think  it  would  be  harsh  and  inequitable  to 
hold  that  a  notice  thus  given,  and  not  pursued,  but  really 
abandoned,  presumably  to  allow  the  pledgor  time  and  oppor- 
tunity to  save  his  property  from  sacrifice,  can  with  any  pro- 
priety or  justice  be  characterized  or  considered  as  an  actual 
practical  recourse  or  resort  to  the  collaterals,  and  that  a 
tender  before  the  second  time  designated  for  the  sale  of  the 
collaterals  would  not  be  held  sufficient  to  defeat  or  prevent 
the  exercise  of  the  power  of  sale.    Such  tender  would  cer- 
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tainly  have  been  attended  by  such  consequences  had  it  been 
made  before  the  notice  had  been  given;  and  we  see  no  rea- 
son why  a  tender  should  not  have  the  same  effect  when  made 
at  any  time  before  the  time  to  which  the  sale  had  thus  been 
postponed.  The  parties  must  be  fairly  held  to  have  contem- 
plated such  result.  The  forty-three  shares  of  the  capital 
stock  of  the  Concordia  Fire  Insurance  Company  continued, 
therefore,  to  remain  the  property  of  Eichter,  notwithstand- 
ing he  had  pledged  the  same,  as  stated,  for  the  payment  of 
the  $4,000  note  to  !N"unnemacher;  and  the  right  conferred 
on  the  latter  to  apply  any  part  of  the  proceeds  of  the  stock 
to  other  claims  or  other  obligations  was  uncertain  and  con- 
tingent upon  recourse  or  resort  being  had  to  said  securities 
for  the  satisfaction  of  the  $4,000  note,  and  was  defeated  by 
the  tender  subsequently  made  of  the  amount  of  the  note  by 
the  defendant  Magdeburg.  "  Recourse  "  to  the  collaterals, 
in  the  connection  in  which  it  is  used  in  the  note,  signifies  a 
going  back  to  or  resort  to  them  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
payment  of  the  note.  Anderson,  Law  Diet.  The  mere  giv- 
ing of  a  notice  of  an  intention  to  sell  the  collaterals,  which 
appears  to  have  been  abandoned  or  delayed  by  agreement 
of  the  parties  to  a  later  period,  and  not  executed,  cannot,  in 
our  judgment,  answer  or  fulfill  the  meaning  or  purpose  of 
the  actual  resort  to  the  collaterals  contemplated  by  the  note 
for  the  purpose  indicated.  We  think,  therefore,  that  the 
tender  of  the  amount  of  the  debt  before  any  actual  sale  had 
been  made,  superseded  the  authority  of  sale,  so  that  the  tender 
came  in  due  season,  and  that  the  superior  court  rightlj''  de- 
cided that  the  plaintiffs  had  no  interest  in  the  excess  of  the 
collaterals,  or  in  the  forty-three  shares  of  stock  of  the  Con- 
cordia Fire  Insurance  Company  mentioned  in  the  complaint 
and  findings,  and  had  no  right  to  apply  the  proceeds  or  any 
part  thereof  upon  any  other  debt  than  the  $4,000  note.  The 
collaterals  were  primarily  pledged  for  the  payment  of  the 
$4,000  note  only;  and,  by  the  terms  of  the  contract,  any  ex- 
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cess  only  of  collaterals  in  case  of  realizing  from  recourse  op 
resort  to  them  —  that  is,  from  a  sale  of  them — was  to  be 
applied  to  other  debts. 

The  court  found  that  sufficient  ground  existed  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  receiver  to  collect  the  rents,  with  the  powers 
and  duties  stated  in  the  order  for  that  purpose.  The  defend- 
ant was  in  possession,  taking  the  rents  and  profits  of  the 
mortgaged  premises ;  and  he  had  failed  to  pay  taxes  and  the 
cost  of  insurance  thereon.  It  was  found  tihiat  the  mortgage 
debtors  had  assigned  for  the  benefit  of  their  creditors  to  the 
defendant  Magdebwrg^  and  were  insolvent.  There  was  a 
question,  in  view  of  the  showing  on  the  application  for  the 
appointment  of  a  receiver,  as  to  whether  the  mortgaged 
premises  would  be  foimd  to  be  adequate  security  for  the 
amount  of  the  mortgage  debt  and  subsequent  incumbrances 
at  the  time  of  the  sale.  In  view  of  all  the  circumstances, 
we  regard  the  granting  of  the  receivership  in  question  as  a 
prudent  and  judicious  exercise  of  the  power  of  the  court. 
The  payment  of  taxes  and  cost  of  insurance  is  necessary  to 
preserve  the  property.  Equity  devolves  it  upon  him  who 
has  the  use.  Not  to  pay  them  is  waste.  The  failure  of  the 
defendant  to  pay  the  taxes  and  insurance  was  casting  a  bur- 
den on  the  mortgaged  estate,  which  equity  demanded  that 
the  mortgagors  should  discharge.  The  order  was  fully  justi- 
fied, as  within  the  rule  of  adjudicated  cases.  Schreiher  v, 
Carey ^  48  Wis.  208.  It  was  a  want  of  good  faith  on  the  part 
of  the  mortgagors  to  neglect  to  pay  the  taxes  and  insurance 
upon  the  property,  and  yet  remain  in  possession  and  appro- 
priate all  of  the  profits  of  the  use  of  the  estate  to  their  own 
purposes. 

It  is  proper  to  state  that  there  is  no  bill  of  exceptions  in 
the  record,  so  as  to  admit  of  a  review  of  the  case  upon  any 
of  the  findings  of  fact  essential  to  the  judgment. 

For  the  resuions  stated,  the  case  should  be  affirmed  on  both 
appeals. 

By  the  CovH. — Judgment  is  ordered  accordingly. 
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Master  and  servant:  Negligence:  Failure  to  instruct  as  to  dangers:  As- 
sumption of  risks:  FeUouyservants, 

L  FoiluTe  of  an  employer  to  instruct  an  inexperienced  employee  in  r^ 
gard  to  a  particular  danger  of  the  employment  does  not  constitute 
actionable  negligence  unless  it  was  reasonably  to  be  apprehended 
that  the  circumstances  requisite  to  set  that  danger  in  motion  might 
probably  occur. 

2l  The  contract  of  employment,  by  implication,  includes  an  assumption 
by  the  employee  of  aU  the  ordinary  risks  incident  to  the  employ 
ment,  such  as  the  risk  of  a  co^mployee's  failing  to  exercise  ordi- 
nary care. 

3.  An  employer  is  not  liable  for  the  death  of  an  employee  caused  by  the 
blowing  off  of  the  door  of  a  stove  connected  with  a  blast  furnace 
while  he  was  engaged  in  tightening  a  nut  on  such  door,  where  there 
was  no  danger  in  working  at  the  door  unless  the  blast  was  on,  and 
of  the  fact  that  it  was  on  he  was  ignorant  solely  through  the  neg- 
lect of  a  co^mployee. 

4  A  stove-tender  in  a  blast  furnace  was  a  fellow-servant  of  a  common 
laborer  who,  by  direction  of  their  common  employer,  was  assisting 
him  and  working  under  his  direction  in  repairing  the  stova 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county:  E.  N.  Austin,  Judge.    Affirmed, 

Action  to  recover  damages  for  the  death  of  plaintiff's  in- 
testate. The  court  nonsuited  the  plaintiff,  and  from  the 
judgment  thereupon  rendered  he  appealed. 

Tho  evidence  tended  to  prove  or  conclusively  established 
the  following  facts  aside  from  those  requisite  to  the  right  to 
maintain  the  suit  if  a  liability  existed:  Defendant  was  the 
owner  and  operator  of  an  iron  works  in  which  there  were 
several  blast  furnaces,  each  operated  in  connection  with  three 
cylindrical  iron  stoves  designed  to  heat  the  air  before  it  en- 
tered the  furnaces.    In  each  stove  near  the  bottom  were  two 


54Util20n 


432  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN".         [100 

Dahlke  vs.  Illinois  Steel  Ca 

doors  held  in  place  by  bolts  and  nuts  and  packed  with  asbes- 
tos so  they  could  be  fastened  airtight  as  occasion  required. 
The  operation  of  the  stoves  consisted  in  first  heating  the 
inside  to  a  high  temperature  by  the  combustion  of  gas  let  in 
through  a  pipe  inserted  in  a  door  opening,  then  closing  the 
doora  and  all  openings  except  the  inlet  through  the  blower 
and  the  outlet  to  the  furnace,  then  turning  on  the  blast, 
thereby  forcing  the  air  into  the  stove,  creating  such  a  pres- 
sure that  in  case  of  the  loosening  of  a  door  it  was  liable  to 
be  blown  off  and  fire  escape  through  the  door  opening  with 
fatal  effects  to  any  person  that  might  be  in  the  vicinity.  It 
was  not  proper  management  of  the  stoves  to  tighten  a  nut 
on  the  door  when  the  blast  was  on,  because  of  the  liability 
of  the  disturbance  to  break  the  bolt  and  cause  the  door  to 
give  way,  setting  in  motion  the  danger  before  stated.  Kilz 
was  the  employee  of  defendant  who  had  charge  of  the  stoves. 
On  the  day  of  the  injury,  deceased,  Dahlke,  and  one  Rendt 
were  assisting  Kilz  by  the  direction  of  the  common  employer. 
Neither  of  such  assistants  knew  of  the  danger  of  disturbing 
the  stove  doors  when  the  blast  was  on.  Dahlke  had  never 
engaged  in  such  work  before,  but  Rendt  had  considerable 
experience  therein,  having  assisted  Kilz  on  several  other 
occasions.  Both  assistants  were  adults,  but  only  common 
laborers.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  assistants  to  work  under  the 
direction  of  the  stove-tender,  which  they  understood.  Sev- 
eral of  the  doors  were  marked  with  chalk,  which  Dahlke 
knew  indicated  that  they  needed  repairing.  Kilz  directed 
Rendt  and  the  deceased  to  repair  all  such  doors.  Pursuant 
thereto,  in  the  presence  of  Kilz,  they  repacked  one  of  the 
doors  of  stove  No.  1,  the  gas  being  burning  in  the  stove  at 
the  time.  Kilz  then  went  away,  but  for  what  or  where  Rendt 
and  deceased  did  not  know.  After  fastening  the  door  in 
stove  No.  1,  they  went  to  stove  No.  2  and  repaired  a  door, 
then  they  returned  to  stove  No.  1  to  tighten  its  second  door, 
which  was  marked,  showing  need  of  repair.    In  the  mean- 
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time  Kilz  had  turned  on  the  blast,  rendering  it  dangerous  to 
work  at  the  door,  but  Rendt  and  deceased  did  not  know 
either  that  the  blast  was  on  or  of  the  danger.  While  Eendt 
was  in  the  act  of  tightening  one  of  the  nuts  on  the  door  the 
bolt  broke  and  the  pressure  of  air  from  the  inside  threw  it 
off  its  fastenings,  and  the  fire  burst  through  the  opening  and 
so  burned  the  deceased  as  tq  cause  his  death. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Christicm  DoerfleTy 
attorney,  and  Timlin  (&  GlicksTncm,  of  counsel,  and  oral 
argument  by  Mr.  Doerjler  and  Mr.  Nathan  Glickmnam,.  They 
contended,  inter  alia^  that  the  injury  complained  of  was 
directly  traceable  to  the  failure  to  warn  Dahlke  of  the  ex- 
traordinary and  concealed  dangers  attendant  upon  working 
about  the  doors  of  these  stoves  in  case  the  blast  was  turned 
on.  The  exposure  of  a  servant  to  a  danger  of  this  kind  with- 
out giving  proper  notice  or  warning  is  negligence  for  which 
the  master  is  answerable.  Ryam,  v.  Los  Angeles  L  <&  C.  S. 
Co.  112  Cal.  244;  Fox  v.  Penim^Ur  W.  L.  cfe  G.  Works,  84 
Mich.  676;  /Smith  v.  Peninsular  O.  Works,  60  id.  501;  Mc- 
{rowan  V.  La  Plata  M.  c&  S.  Co.  9  Fed.  Rep.  861 ;  Parkhurst 
9).  Johnson,  50  Mich.  70.  See,  also,  Jones  v.  Florence  M.  Co. 
66  Wis.  268;  Nadau  v.  White  River  L.  Co.  76  id.  120;  Ver- 
ddli  V.  Gray^s  Harbor  C.  Co.  115  Cal.  517.  The  duty  of 
warning  or  instructing  as  to  extraordinary  and  latent  dan- 
gers, to  which  the  servant  is  exposed,  is  one  that  is  incumbent, 
throughout  the  entire  employment,  on  the  master.  The 
master  cannot  divest  himself  of  responsibility  by  delegating 
the  duty  to  some  subordinate.  Carlson  v.  If.  W.  Tel.  Exch. 
Co.  63  Minn.  428;  Fox  v.  Spring  Lake  I.  Co.  89  Mich.  387; 
Klochinshi  v.  Shores  L.  Co.  93  Wis.  417;  McMahon  v.  Ida  M. 
Co,  95  id.  308.  The  negligence  of  a  fellow-servant,  to  relieve 
the  defendant  of  liability,  must  be  not  only  the  cause  of  the 
injury,  but  the  sole  cause,  independent  of  any  negligence  of 
the  master.    Sherman  v.  Menominee  River  L.  Co.  72  Wis. 

122;  SteOer  v.  C  (&  N.  W.  R.  Co.  46  id.  497,  510;  Delude  v. 
Vol.  100—28 
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St.  Paid  City  R.  Co.  55  Minn.  63;  FramMin  v.  W.  <&  St.  P. 
JR.  Co.  37  id.  409;  Cra/Den  v.  Smithy  89  Wis.  119;  Cowan  v. 
CI,  M.  (&  St.  P.  R.  Co.  80  id.  284.  See,  especially,  Jones  v. 
Florence  M.  Co.  66  Wis.  268,  283. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Yam,  Dyke  dk  Van 
J)yke  c&  Carter,  and  oral  argument  by  W.  E.  CaHer.  They 
argued,  among  other  things,  that  Kilz  was  the  fellow-servant 
of  the  deceased.  Peachel  v.  6%  M.  dk  St.  P.  R.  Co.  62  Wis.  338 ; 
Johnson  v.  Ashland  W.  Co.  77  id.  51 ;  Sbwland  v.  Jf.,  i.  S. 
i&  W.  R.  Co.  54  id.  226;  I>wyer  v.  Am.  Fkp.  Co.  82  id.  307; 
Peffer  v.  Cutler,  83  id.  281;  Stut2  v.  Armour,  84  id.  623; 
miegel  v.  W.  cfe  V.  Mfg.  Co.  84  id.  148 ;  ITartford  v.  JT.  P.  R. 
Co.  91  id.  374.  The  deceased's  action  in  going  back  to  stove 
No.  1  after  he  had  been  set  to  work  by  Kilz  on  stove  No.  i 
was  an  act  which  the  defendant  could  not  possibly  have 
anticipated  that  he  would  do,  and  for  the  consequences  of 
which  it  is,  therefore,  not  liable.  JTuher  v.  La  Crosse  City  R. 
Co.  92  Wis.  636;  Block  v.  Milwaukee  St.  R.  Co.  89  id.  378; 
Atkinson  v.  Goodrich  Transp.  Co.  60  id.  141,  164;  Barton  v. 
Pepin  Co.  Agr.  Soc.  83  id.  19;  McOowan  v.  C.  <&  N".  W.  R, 
Co.  91  id.  147;  Deisenrieterv.  Kraus-Merkd  M.  Co.  92  id.  164; 
Klatt  V.  JHf.  C  Foster  L.  Co.  id.  622. 

Marshall,  J.  Was  there  any  evidence,  on  the  most  favor- 
able view  that  can  reasonably  be  taken  of  it,  to  establish 
actionable  negligence  ?  Appellant  supports  the  affirmative 
of  that  proposition  by  arguing  that  the  danger  of  working  at 
the  stove  when  the  blast  was  on  was  unknown  to  the  de- 
ceased or  to  his  fellow  laborer,  Kendt,  hence  they  should 
have  been  informed  of  it  by  the  master,  and  that  the  failure 
so  to  do,  resulting  in  the  injury  of  the  deceased,  renders  the 
master  liable.  Granted  that  the  danger  existed,  yet  it  does 
not  follow  there  was  a  duty  to  instruct  in  regard  to  it,  unless 
it  was  reasonably  to  be  apprehended  that  the  circumstances 
requisite  to  set  that  danger  in  motion  might  probably  occur. 


Wis.]  august  TERM,  1898.  435 

Dahlke  vs.  IHinois  Steel  Ca 

and  we  are  unable  to  perceive  anything  in  the  evidence  to 
establish  that  element. 

The  duty  to  instruct  does  not  go  so  far  as  to  require  the 
master  to  acquaint  the  employee  with  every  possible  danger 
to  which  ho  may  be  subjected  in  the  course  of  his  employ- 
ment. The  master  has  a  right  to  assume  that  the  servant 
will  see  and  appreciate  those  dangers  which  are  open  and 
obvious  to  a  person  of  ordinary  comprehension;  also  that 
other  servants  associated  with  him  in  the  common  employ- 
ment will  exercise  ordinary  skill  and  prudence ;  also  that 
tools  which  are  furnished  will  not  be  so  used  as  to  be  unrea- 
sonably or  unusually  dangerous,  and  that  a  place  which  is 
reasonably  safe  will  not  be  made  unsafe  by  Ihe  improper  con- 
duct of  those  who  are  required  to  work  there,  or  their  fellow- 
servants  ;  and  as  to  all  such  matters  the  employee  assumes 
the  dangers  as  a  part  of  his  contract  of  employment.  Such 
contract,  by  implication,  includes  an  assumption  of  all  the 
ordinary  risks  incident  to  the  employment,  such  as  the  risk 
of  a  co-employee's  failing  to  exercise  ordinary  care  and  pru- 
dence. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  elementary  principles,  it  is  im- 
portant to  inquire  as  to  the  real  moving  cause  of  the  de- 
ceased being  subjected  to  the  danger  which  caused  his  injury. 

There  was  no  trouble  about  the  stove  apart  from  the  doors 
needing  ordinary  repairs,  with  which  Rendt  was  familiar, 
and  which  he  and  the  deceased  were  engaged  in  making 
when  the  accident  occurred.  The  operation  of  tightening 
the  nuts  on  the  door  bolts  was  conducted  properly  so  far  as 
appears,  except  that  it  was  not  proper  to  do  the  work  when 
the  blast  was  on,  but  of  that  the  testimony  shows  Eendt  had 
no  knowledge.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  deceased  and  Rendt 
to  assist  Kilz,  who  was  the  foreman,  and  to  follow  his  direc- 
tions. They  were  performing  their  duty  in  that  respect,  at 
least  there  is  evidence  to  establish  that  fact.  Rendt  testi- 
fied, in  substance,  that  he  was  sent  to  help  Kilz;  that  when 
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the  doors  needed  repairing  it  was  customapy  to  mark  them 
with  chalk  to  indicate  that  fact;  that  he  was  instructed  by 
Kilz  to  fix  all  doors  that  were  marked,  and  that  he  was  en- 
gaged in  carrying  out  those  instructions  when  the  accident 
occurred.  If  Eendt  knew  it  was  dangerous  to  disturb  the 
door  when  the  blast  was  on,  that  does  not  appear  to  be  ma- 
terial, because  he  testified  that  he  did  not  know  the  blast 
was  on;  that  when  he  fixed  the  first  door  in  the  stove  the 
blast  was  not  on,  but  that  between  the  time  he  left  that 
stove  and  the  time  he  returned  to  fix  the  second  door,  Kilz, 
without  his  knowledge,  turned  on  the  blast.  So,  in  any  view 
of  the  evidence,  the  negligence  which  resulted  in  the  a-coi- 
dent  was  that  of  Kilz  and  him  alone.  The  relation  between 
him  and  the  deceased  was  clearly  that  of  fellow-servants. 
In  the  absence  of  negligence  either  in  the  employment  or 
retention  of  Kilz,  his  negligent  act  cannot  reach  back  to  the 
common  employer  as  the  producing  cause  of  the  accident, 
and  there  is  no  eyidence  in  the  case  tending  in  the  remotest 
degree  to  show  any  such  negligence. 

The  trial  court  was  clearly  right  in  taking  the  case  from 
the  jury. 

By  the  Cowrt —  The  judgment  of  the  superior  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


CoPBLAND  and  another.  Appellants,  vs.  Goldsmith,  Re- 
spondent. 

September  1^  September  $0, 1898* 

Landlord  and  tenant:  Construction  of  lease:  BedtLction  in  rent:  Cove- 
nants: Abrogation, 

1.  A  provision  in  a  lease  that  if,  during  the  term  thereof,  the  lessor 
should  rent  any  office  fronting  on  a  certain  street  for  a  less 
rate  per  square  foot  than  the  lessees  were  to  pay,  "such  reduction 
shall  also  be  made  to  lessees  for  term  of  this  lease,"  is  not  a  cove- 
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nant  to  refund  any  portion  of  the  rent  paid  before  the  lessees  be- 
came entitled  to  a  reduction,  but  refers  only  to  rent  accruing 
thereafter  during  the  remainder  of  the  term. 
2.  At  the  time  of  the  assignment  of  such  lease  by  the  lessor,  said  lessees 
were  not  entitled  to  any  reduction  in  rent  Afterwards  an  agree- 
ment was  made  between  the  assignee  and  the  lessees,  reciting  that 
disputes  had  arisen  as  to  the  leasing  of  portions  of  the  building  at 
lower  rentals,  that  claim  had  been  made  against  the  lessor  on  ac- 
count thereof,  and  that  both  parties  desired  to  agree  upon  a  fixed 
sum  so  as  to  avoid  disputes,  which  sum  should  be  in  lieu  of  the 
rent  reserved  under  the  lease,  and  fixing  the  lessee's  rent  at  a  cer- 
tain reduced  sum.  Heldy  that  such  agreement  was  a  substitute 
for,  and  entirely  abrogated,  the  covenants  of  the  original  lease  as 
to  the  rent  reserved  and  the  rights  of  the  parties  thereunder. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county:  Geo.  E.  Sutherland,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Plaintiffs  rented  offices  of  defendant,  in  the  Goldsmith 
Building,  in  Milwaukee,  for  a  term  of  five  years  from  May  1, 
1893.  The  offices  fronted  on  Wisconsin  street.  The  rent 
was  fixed  at  $1,011.25  per  annum,  being  at  the  rate  of  $1.25 
per  square  foot.  The  lease  was  under  seal.  Among  its  pro- 
visions were  the  following:  "It  is  hereby  understood  and 
agreed  that  in  case  the  lessor  should,  during  the  term  of 
this  lease,  rent  any  office  on  .  .  .  the  Wisconsin  •  .  . 
street  front  at  a  less  rate  than  now  demanded,  to  wit,  •  •  . 
one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per  square  foot  on  Wiscon- 
sin street  front,  .  .  .  exclusive  of  water,  light,  and  jan- 
itor service,  when  same  are  required,  sicch  reduction  shall  also 
he  made  to  leasees  for  term  of  this  lease,^^  "  It  is  hereby  fur- 
ther expressly  stipulated  and  agreed,  by  and  between  the 
parties  hereto,  that  the  words  *  lessor '  and  '  lessee,'  whenever 
herein  occurring  and  used,  include  and  bind  or  benefit  the 
successors,  heirs,  assigns,  executors,  administrators,  and  rep- 
resentatives of  the  lessor  and  lessee,  respectively,  as  if  each 
time  fully  expressed." 

At  the  time  this  lease  was  made  the  premises  included  in 
the  lease  were  incumbered  by  a  mortgage  for  $190,000,  pre- 
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viously  executed  by  the  defendant  to  the  Connecticut  Mutual 
Life  Insurance  Company.  One  of  its  provisions  was  to  the 
effect  that,  in  case  of  default  in  payment  of  interest,  or  of 
failure  to  pay  the  taxes  or  keep  the  property  insured,  then 
the  whole  amount  secured  by  the  mortgage  should,  at  the 
option  of  the  company,  be  deemed  to  have  become  due,  with 
the  right  of  the  company  to  foreclose  the  mortgage  by  suit, 
or  to  sell  the  property  without  suit,  at  public  auction.  The 
defendant  made  default  in  respect  to  interest,  taxes,  and  in- 
surance, and  the  mortgagee  threatened  to  foreclose.  Instead 
of  doing  this,  on  February  28, 1896,  the  parties  to  the  mort- 
gage  entered  into  an  arrangement  in  writing,  by  the  terms  of 
which  the  company  agreed  to  postpone  foreclosure  proceed- 
ings for  at  least  two  years,  and  the  defendant  consented  that 
the  mortgagee  should  at  once  take  possession  of  the  premises, 
with  "  the  right  to  assume  the  exclusive  management  of  said 
building,  to  reduce  the  rentals  of  the  present  tenants  hold- 
ing leases,  to  rent  the  said  building  or  any  portion  thereof 
at  such  prices  and  on  such  terms  as  its  agents  may,  in  the 
exercise  of  reasonable  discretion,  determine  upon,"  and  "  to 
receive  all  rents  accruing  after  the  29th  day  of  February, 
1896."  There  were  also  at  that  time  mechanics'  liens  on 
the  property  aggregating  over  $46,000,  which  the  company 
agreed  to  purchase,  and  proceed  to  final  decree,  but  there 
was  to  be  no  sale  until  the  expiration  of  two  years.  The 
company  took  immediate  possession  of  the  property,  and 
proceeded  to  adjust  the  rentals  charged  the  tenants  then  in 
possession. 

On  March  2, 1896,  the  company  and  plaintiffs  entered  into 
a  written  agreement,  reciting  the  situation,  and  stating  that 
"  whereas,  disputes  have  arisen  as  to  the  leasing  of  a  portion 
of  said  building  at  lower  rates,  and  claim  is  made  against 
GoliUmiih  on  account  thereof;"  and  "whereas,  said  first 
party  is  now  the  holder  of  said  lease  as  mortgagee  in  pos- 
session, and  both  parties  hereto  desire  to  agree  on  a  fixed 
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sum  as  rental,  so  as  to  avoid  such  disputes  during  the  time 
that  said  first  party  holds  said  lease  as  aforesaid,  which  sum 
shall  be  in  lieu  of  the  sum  reserved  in  said  lease  for  such 
time;"  and  thereupon  it  was  agreed  that  plaintiffs'  rent 
should  be  reduced  from  $1,011.25  to  $686.70  per  annum,  or 
from  $1.25  per  square  foot  to  ninety  cents,  to  take  effect 
from  March  2,  1896.  Afterwards  the  company  rented  an 
oflBce  fronting  on  Wisconsin  street  to  one  Mrs.  Mayer  at  the 
rate  of  ninety  cents  per  square  foot  from  May  1, 1896.  There- 
after the  plaintiffs  commenced  this  action  against  Goldsmith, 
claiming  that,  under  terms  of  the  original  lease,  the  reduc- 
tion in  the  rent  should  apply  to  the  entire  term  of  the  lease, 
and  that  they,  having  paid  him  at  the  rate  of  $1.25  per 
square  foot  for  the  time  he  held  the  lease,  were  entitled  to 
recover  from  him  the  difference  between  the  amount  they 
had  paid  and  what  the  rent  would  have  been  at  the  reduced 
rate.  It  was  admitted  on  the  trial  that  plaintiffs  had  paid 
Goldsmith  $2,121.47,  and  that  the  rent  at  the  reduced  rate 
would  have  been  $1,945.65,  or  a  difference  of  $175.82. 

The  facts  substantially  as  stated  were  shown  on  the  trial, 
and  at  the  conclusion  of  the  evidence  both  parties  moved 
for  a  direction  of  a  verdict.  The  court  granted  defendant's 
motion,  and  from  a  judgment  in  his  favor  this  appeal  is 
taken. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  liyan,  Ogden  <& 
Bottum^  and  oral  argument  by  Z.  M.  Ogden. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  Monroe  cfe  Richa/rdson, 

Bardeen,  J.  The  ruling  of  the  trial  court  was  manifestly 
correct  upon  two  grounds : 

1.  Contracts  will  always  be  construed  to  give  effect  to  the 
entire  subject  matter,  in  accordance  with  the  obvious  inten- 
tion of  the  parties.  The  real  point  to  be  attained  is  to  as- 
certain the  meaning  and  understanding  of  the  parties,  as 
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shown  by  the  language  used,  when  applied  to  the  subject 
matter.  Under  the  terras  of  their  lease,  plaintiffs  were  to 
pay  rent  in  advance,  at  an  agreed  rate.  If,  during  the  term 
of  the  lease,  the  lessor  should  rent  any  office  on  the  Wiscon- 
sin street  front  for  a  less  sum  than  plaintiffs  were  paying, 
^'  such  reduction  shall  also  be  made  to  lessees  for  term  of 
this  lease."  Lessees  paid  their  rent  at  the  prescribed  rate 
during  the  time  the  lessor  held  the  premises.  After  the  as- 
signment of  the  lease  to  the  insurance  company,  one  of  the 
offices  on  the  Wisconsin  street  front  was  leased  at  a  rate 
less  than  that  plaintiffs  had  been  paying.  They  had  paid 
their  rent  to  the  lessor  at  the  old  rate,  and  now  claim  that, 
under  the  clause  of  the  lease  quoted,  they  may  recover  from 
him  the  difference  between  the  amount  they  have  paid  and 
what  they  would  have  paid  at  the  reduced  rate.  In  other 
words,  they  insist  that  this  clause  in  the  lease  must  be  con- 
strued into  a  covenant  to  refund  rent  collected  at  the  old 
rate.  In  support  of  this  contention,  they  say  there  cannot 
be  a  reduction  "  for  term  of  this  lease  "  unless  they  are  paid 
back  a  portion  of  the  rent  collected.  We  cannot  agree  with 
this  construction.  It  seems  to  us  quite  plain  that  there  was 
no  covenant  to  refund  any  portion  of  the  rent  paid,  but  that 
the  covenant  relied  upon  has  reference  to  rent  to  accrue 
during  the  remainder  of  the  term.  The  case  of  Cross  v,  JSut- 
ton,  4  Wis.  468,  is  closely  in  point. 

2.  It  is  conceded  that,  up  to  the  time  of  the  assignment  of 
the  lease  to  the  insurance  company,  plaintiffs  were  not  en- 
titled to  any  reduction  in  rent.  At  that  time  liens  to  the 
amount  of  over  $46,000  were  in  process  of  foreclosure,  which 
were  paramount  to  the  claims  of  ail  parties.  Goldsmith  was 
in  default  on  his  mortgage,  and  foreclosure  was  threatened. 
The  insurance  company  stepped  in  and  agreed  to  take  up 
the  outstanding  liens,  and  to  forego  pressing  its  foreclosure 
for  two  years.  Then  it  was  that  the  agreement  between^ 
the  company  and  plaintiffs  was  made.    This  agreement  re- 
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cites  that  disputes  had  arisen  as  to  the  leasing  of  portions 
of  the  building  at  lower  rentals,  that  claim  is  made  against 
Goldsmith  on  account  thereof,  and  that  both  parties  desired 
to  agree  upon  a  fixed  sum  so  as  to  avoid  disputes.  There- 
upon plaintiffs'  rent  was  fixed  at  ninety  cents  per  square  foot, 
beginning  March  2, 1896,  and  the  sum  aforesaid  was  to  be 
in  full  payment  of  and  in  lieu  of  the  sum  stipulated  in  the 
original  lease.  This  agreement  was  a  substitute  for  the 
covenants  contained  in  the  original  lease  as  to  the  rent  re- 
served and  the  rights  of  the  parties  thereunder.  By  it  the 
plaintiffs  agreed  to  pay  a  definite  sum  absolutely,  without 
reference  to  the  terms  that  might  be  granted  other  tenants, 
and  without  qualification  or  reservation.  The  covenants  in 
the  original  lease  with  reference  to  rent  reservations  became 
entirely  abrogated.  The  fact  that  thereafter  a  room  was 
rented  at  a  less  rate,  on  the  Wisconsin  street  front,  did  not 
revive  these  defunct  covenants. 

Under  no  theory  of  the  case  are  we  able  to  discover  any 
right  in  the  plaintiffs  to  maintain  this  action. 

By  the  Court, —  The  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of 
Milwaukee  county  is  afllrmed. 


HoYEB,  Appellant,  vs.  Ludington,  imp.,  Eespondent. 

September  1  — September  20, 1898. 
Agency:  Authority:  False  representatirms:  Pleading. 

1.  One  who  employs  an  agent  to  sell  a  particular  tract  of  land  is  not 
responsible  for  false  representations  made  by  such  agent  respect- 
ing the  organization  and  stock  of  a  corporation  formed  to  purchase 
the  land,  with  which  the  principal  has  nothing  to  da 

2l  An  aUegation  in  a  complaint  that  certain  acts  of  an  agent  were 
within  the  apparent  scope  of  his  employment  is  a  conclusion  of  law, 
and  therefore  not  admitted  by  a  demurrer  ore  tenus. 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county:  D.  H.  Joknson,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Kellogg  &  CarhySj 
and  oral  argument  by  J,  0,  Carhya.  They  contended,  inter 
aHa,  that  the  question  involved  in  this  case  is  the  extent  of 
the  principal's  liability  for  the  unauthorized  torts  of  his 
agent.  According  to  the  allegations  in  the  complaint  the 
principal  is  undisclosed,  and  the  plaintiff  is  acting  in  igno- 
rance of  the  agency.  Hence  no  question  as  to  whether  the 
acts  complained  of  were  within  the  apparent  scope  of  the 
agent's  authority  can  arise.  The  test  of  liability  in  such  a 
case  is  whether  the  acts  were  committed  "  in  the  course  of 
the  agent's  employment."  Oraker  v.  0.  dk  iT.  W.  H.  Co.  36 
Wis.  657,  669.  This  is  usually  a  question  of  fact,  depending 
upon  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  Pittsburgh^  C.  dk  St.  L. 
R.  Co.  V.  Eirh,  102  Ind.  399,  52  Am.  Eep.  675.  The  follow- 
ing cases  illustrate  the  various  states  of  facts  in  which  the 
rule  has  been  applied,  and  indicate  the  trend  of  judicial  con- 
struction of  this  principle.  La/w  v.  Granty  37  Wis.  548;  Me- 
Kinnon  v.  Vollma/ry  75  id.  88;  O^nther  v.  TJUHchy  72  id.  222; 
FwhkiU  S(w.  Inst  v.  Nat.  Bomh  of  FiahkUl,  80  K  Y.  162; 
Smith  V.  Munch,  65  Minn.  256 ;  Quarman  v.  Burnett^  6  Mees. 
&  W.  499;  Johnson  v.  Barher,  50  Am.  Dec.  416;  Fifth  Ave. 
BomJc  V.  Forty-second  St.  cfe  G.  S.  F.  R.  Co.  137  N.  Y.  231; 
2  Thomp.  Neg.  889,  §  6;  Wood,  Master  &  S.  593,  594;  Ei^is- 
ton  V.  Cramer y  57  Wis.  570 ;  Moir  v.  HophvnSy  63  Am.  Dec. 
312;  Gerhardt  v.  Boatman^  Sav.  Inst.  90  id.  407;  Story, 
Agency,  §  452,  and  cases  cited ;  1  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law 
(2d  ed.),  1151,  note.  The  law  above  referred  to  is  greatly 
strengthened  where  the  principal  has  gained  an  advantage 
■or  benefit  from  the  acts  of  his  agent.  Morse  v.  Ryan,  26 
Wis.  356 ;  Burhe  v.  Milwaukee^  L.  S.  d6  W.  R.  Co.  83  id. 
410;  WheeUr  &  W.  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Aughey,  144  Pa.  St.  398,  27 
Am.  St.  Rep.  638;  Mundorff  v.  Wickersham^  63  Pa.  St.  87, 
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3  Am.  Eep.  631 ;  Buach  v.  WUcoXj  82  Mich.  336 ;  JBermeCt  v. 
Judson^  21  K  T.  238. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Bloodgood^  Kem- 
per  (&  Bloodgood^  attorneys,  and  Jackson  B.  Kemper^  of  coun- 
sel, and  oral  argument  by  Jackson  B.  Kemper. 

Cassoday,  0.  J.  The  complaint  alleges,  in  effect,  that  on 
April  10, 1891,  and  prior  thereto,  the  defendant  Ludington 
was  the  owner  of  the  real  estate  described;  that  Ludington^ 
for  the  purpose  of  disposing  of  the  same,  authorized  and 
employed  the  defendant  Myers  as  his  agent  to  eflfect  a  sale 
of  such  land ;  that  pursuant  to  such  agency,  and  as  incidental 
thereto,  Myers,  with  one  Bingham  and  others,  pretended  to 
organize  a  corporation  under  the  laws  of  this  state,  with  a 
capital  stock  of  $36,500,  divided  into  3,560  shares,  of  $10 
€ach,  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  from  Ludington  the  land 
described ;  that  Myers  acted,  or  pretended  to  act,  as  the  sec- 
retary of  the  corporation ;  that  Myers,  as  the  agent  of  Lud- 
ington for  the  purpose  of  eflfecting  a  sale  of  the  real  estate 
aforesaid,  induced  the  plaintiff  to  subscribe  and  pay  for  150 
shares  of  the  stock,  by  falsely  and  fraudulently  representing 
to  the  plaintiff  that  such  corporation  was  duly  and  sufllciently 
organized  as  a  legal  and  valid  corporation  for  the  transaction 
of  the  business  of  buying  real  estate,  that  the  capital  stock 
was  of  the  amount  and  value  stated,  and  duly  subscribed 
for  by  solvent  and  responsible  persons,  and  that  at  least 
twenty  per .  cent,  of  the  capital  stock  had  then  been  paid 
into  the  treasury  thereof  in  cash,  whereas,  in  fact,  Mty  per 
cent,  of  the  capital  stock  was  not  then,  and  never  had  been, 
taken  or  subscribed  for,  and  such  corporation  was  not  then, 
and  never  had  been,  organized  sufllciently  for  the  transac- 
tion of  business  with  others  than  its  members,  and  was  not 
then,  and  never  had  been,  a  legal  or  valid  corporation,  all 
of  which  was  at  the  time  well  known  to  Mj'^ers ;  that  Myers 
concealed  from  the  plaintiff  the  fact  that  he  was  the  agent 
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of  Ludington  for  the  sale  of  such  real  estate;  that,  relying 
upon  and  believing  such  representations  to  be  true,  and  in 
ignorance  of  the  fact  that  Myers  was  then  acting  as  such 
agent  of  Ludington^  the  plaintiff  subscribed  for  such  stock, 
and  paid  to  Myers  $1,500  therefor ;  that  the  plaintiflE,  as  such 
stockholder,  was  afterwards  called  upon  to  pay,  and  did  pay, 
to  Myers,  as  such  officer  of  such  corporation,  from  time  to 
time,  in  the  aggregate  $716.25 ;  that  on  or  about  that  time 
Ludington  conveyed  to  the  corporation  the  real  estate  de- 
scribed in  consideration  of  $11,500  paid  to  him  by  the  cor- 
poration in  cash,  and  $23,500  secured  by  a  mortgage  upon 
the  feal  estate  so  conveyed;  that  the  money  so  procured 
from  the  plaintiff  by  Myers  was  all  paid  by  him  to  Luding- 
ton for  such  conveyance,  and  for  and  on  account  of  interest 
on  such  mortgage;  that  said  false  and  fraudulent  represen- 
tations, and  each  of  them,  were  made  by  Myers  as  the  agent 
of  Ludington.^  within  the  course  and  scope  of  his  employment 
as  such,  with  intent  to  deceive  the  plaintiff;  that  such  false 
and  fraudulent  representations  were  unknown  to  the  plaint- 
iff until  April  17, 1896;  that  the  stock  issued  to  and  held  by 
the  plaintiff  is  now,  and  always  has  been,  absolutely  worth- 
less and  without  value.  Wherefore  the  plaintiff  prayed  judg- 
ment against  said  Ludington  and  Myers  for  $2,216.25,  with 
interest,  costs,  and  disbursements  of  this  action. 

The  action  having  come  on  for  trial  before  the  judge  and 
a  jury,  and  a  witness  having  been  upon  the  stand,  the  de- 
fendant Ludington  objected  to  any  evidence  under  the  com- 
plaint as  to  him,  upon  the  grounds  that  the  complaint  did 
not  state  a  cause  of  action  as  against  him.  Thereupon  the 
court  sustained  the  objection  of  Ludington^  and  ordered  the 
complaint  as  to  him  to  be  dismissed.  From  the  portion  of 
the  judgment  entered  thereon  accordingly,  dismissing  the 
action  as  against  Ludington^  the  plaintiff  appeals. 

There  is  no  doubt  of  the  general  proposition  that,  if  an 
agent  is  employed  to  effect  the  sale  of  lands  for  his  principal^ 
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and  he  does  so  by  means  of  false  representations  in  respect 
to  the  land  conveyed,  even  without  the  authority  or  knowl- 
edge of  his  principal,  the  latter  is  chargeable  with  such  fraud 
in  the  same  manner  as  if  he  had  known  or  authorized  the 
same.  Lcm  v.  Grants  37  Wis.  548 ;  McKinnon  v.  Vollmar^  75 
Wis.  82;  Gxmther  v.  TJUrich^  82  Wis.  222.  And  this  is  espe- 
cially so  where  the  principal  accepts  and  enjoys  the  benefits 
of  the  purchase.  Fintd  v.  Cook,  88  Wis.  487.  But,  even  then, 
"  the  representation  which  is  to  bind  the  principal  must  be 
made  iu  reference  to  the  subject  matter  of  his  agency;  it 
must  be  made  while  the  agent  is  acting  as  such;  and  the 
making  of  such  a  representation  must  be  within  the  apparent 
scope  of  his  authority."  Mechem,  Agency,  §  743.  Here  the 
alleged  false  representations  were  not  made  in  reference  to 
the  sale  of  the  land  which  was  the  subject  matter  of  the 
agency,  but  wholly  in  reference  to  creating  and  organizing  a 
corporation  to  purchase  the  land.  There  is  no  pretense  that 
Lvdington  had  anything  to  do  with  the  corporation  or  the 
procuring  of  subscriptions  to  any  of  the  capital  stock  of  the 
corix)ration.  True,  it  is  alleged  that  such  false  and  fraud- 
ulent representations,  and  each  of  them,  were  made  by  Myers 
as  the  agent  of  Ludington,  and  while  acting  within  the  course 
and  scope  of  his  employment.  The  demurrer  ore  tenics  only 
admitted  the  issuable  facts  alleged  in  the  complaint,  but  did 
not  admit  such  mere  conclusions  of  law  from  the  facts  al- 
leged. Aron  V.  Wausau,  98  Wis.  592,  and  cases  there  cited. 
The  representations  of  Myers  in  respect  to  the  corporation 
and  the  capital  stock  thereof  were  not  within  the  apparent 
scope  of  his  authority  to  sell  the  land.  Besides,  it  appears 
from  the  complaint  that  Myers  was  only  an  agent  of  Lud- 
ington  for  the  purpose  of  selling  the  particular  lands  in  ques- 
tion. He  was  not  a  general,  but  only  a  special,  agent.  "  The 
scope  of  the  authority  of  a  special  agent  is  ordinarily  much 
more  restricted  than  that  of  a  general  agent."  Mechem, 
Agency,  §  285.     "  While  a  general  agent  may  bind  his  prin- 
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cipal  when  acting  within  the  scope  of  his  apparent  authority, 
although  he  exceeds  his  specific  instructions,  yet  that  is  not 
the  rule  in  the  case  of  a  special  agent."  Brycmt  v.  Bank  of 
Commerce^  95  Wis.  481,  and  authorities  there  cited.  We  are 
clearly  of  the  opinion  that  the  complaint  fails  to  state  a  cause 
of  action. 

By  the  Court —  The  portion  of  the  judgment  of  the  circuit 
court  appealed  from  is  affirmed. 
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The  Fiest  National  Bank  of  Milwaukee,  Bespondent,  vs. 

FiNOK,  imp..  Appellant. 

September  1  —  September  20, 1898, 

(1)  Findings:  Immaterial  error,  (^-5)  Joint  debtors:  Assumption  ofdM 
by  one:  Individual  note  as  collateral  security:  Remedies:  Appltoor 
tion  of  proceeds  of  execution  levy  and  of  collaterals, 

L  Failure  to  find  upon  a  particular  point  is  not  a  material  error,  in  the 
absence  of  a  specific  request,  where  the  evidence  upon  that  point 
would  sustain  a  finding  in  accord  with  the  judgment. 

2,  Assumption  of  a  joint  debt  by  one  of  the  debtors  and  a  promise  to 
hold  the  other  harmless  therefrom,  do  not  render  the  latter  a  surety 
merely,  as  between  him  and  the  creditor,  where  the  creditor  did  not 
consent  to  any  change  of  liability,  and  received  no  consideration 
for  such  a  consent. 

8.  One  joint  debtor  may  give  his  individual  note  as  collateral  security 
for  the  joint  indebtedness,  and  the  taking  of  it  does  not  affect  any 
rights  of  the  creditor  upon  the  original  debt;  nor  does  the  prosecu- 
tion of  the  collateral  note  to  judgment  affect  the  right  of  action 
upon  the  original  debt,  at  least  until  satisfaction  is  obtained. 

4  Where  a  debtor  is  liable  upon  a  joint  note  and  also  upon  an  individ- 
ual note,  the  amount  realized  on  an  execution  against  him,  levied 
under  a  judgment  embracing  the  entire  indebtedness,  may  prop- 
erly be  applied  by  the  creditor  exclusively  to  the  payment  of  the 
individual  note. 

6.  The  proceeds  of  collaterals  pledged  to  secure  a  specific  debt  can  only 
be  applied  to  the  payment  of  that  debt 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county:  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.  Affirmed  m part;: 
reversed  in  part. 

This  is  an  action  in  equity  to  foreclose  a  lien  of  the  plaint- 
iff upon  certain  stocks  which  had  been  pledged  to  the  plaint- 
iff by  the  defendants  Finck  and  Meyer,  and  by  the  defendant 
Meyer  alone.  The  facts  appearing  upon  the  trial  were,  in 
substance,  as  follows:  Prior  to  Jaifuary  1, 1896,  Meyer  and 
Finck  were  partners,  and,  as  such,  borrowed  money  of  the 
plaintiff  bank  to  the  amount  of  $17,000,  for  which  they  gave 
their  firm  notes.  The  firm  was  dissolved  January  1, 1896; 
but  these  notes  were  not  paid,  and  were  afterwards  renewed 
by  the  giving  of  joint  notes,  signed  with  the  individual 
names  of  W.  A.  Meyer  and  O.  A.  Finck.  Prior  to  the  dis- 
solution of  the  partnership,  the  firm  of  Meyer  &  Finck  had 
owned  the  entire  capital  stock,  being  1,200  shares  of  $10 
each,  of  a  real-estate  company  known  as  the  Globe  Trading 
Company,  'each  owning  600  shares  of  such  stock ;  and  they 
had  pledged  the  entire  1,200  shares  to  the  bank  as  collateral 
for  their  indebtedness  of  $17,000.  After  the  dissolution  of 
the  firm  of  Meyer  &  Finck,  Meyer  opened  a  large  retail 
dry-goods  store.  On  or  about  July  8, 1896,  Meyer,  in  con- 
sideration of  the  conveyance  of  certain  property,  made  a 
written  agreement  with  Finck  to  pay  the  said  promissory 
notes  of  $17,000,  with  interest,  and  hold  Finck  harmless 
therefrom.  This  agreement  was  not  shown  to  the  cashier 
of  the  plaintiff  bank,  but  Meyer  informed  him  that  he  had 
agreed  with  Fvnck  to  pay  the  $17,000  notes. 

After  the  dissolution  of  the  firm  of  Meyer  &  Finck,  they 
desired  to  divide  the  property  of  the  Globe  Trading  Com- 
pany between  themselves,  and  they  went  to  the  cashier  of 
the  bank,  and  suggested  that  they  would  each  organize  a 
new  company,  and  each  take  half  of  the  assets  of  the  Globe 
Trading  Company,  and  that  the  $17,000  debt  should  be  di- 
vided, and  each  assume  half  of  it,  and  each  pledge  his  stock 


us  SUPEEME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN".         [100 

The  First  National  Bank  of  Milwaukee  t&  Finck. 

in  the  new  corporations  for  his  half  of  the  debt.  To  this 
arrangement  the  cashier  refused  to  consent.  However, 
Meyer  and  Finck  did  thereafter  divide  the  assets  of  the 
Globe  Trading  Company,  each  forming  a  new  corporation, 
and  causing  the  old  corporation  to  convey  half  of  its  assets 
to  each  of  the  new  corporations,  respectively.  It  is  claimed 
in  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Meyer  that  the  cashier  of  the  bank 
consented  that  he  might  use  his  half  of  the  Globe  Trading 
Company  assets  in  buying  merchandise,  but  this  is  denied 
by  the  cashier.  Finch  testifies  that  he  and  Meyer  agreed 
that  neither  should  use  these  assets  without  consent  of  the 
bank.  The  fact  is  that  Mr.  Meyer  did  use  his  half  of  the 
assets  of  the  Globe  Trading  Company  in  buying  merchan- 
dise for  his  mercantile  business. 

After  Meyer  opened  his  individual  business,  he  borrowed 
of  the  bank  $24,000  on  his  own  account,  and  gave  his  indi- 
vidual notes  therefor.  In  November,  1896,  there  was  due 
the  bank  upon  the  Meyer  &  Finck  notes  $17,000;  upon  the 
Meyer  notes  $24,000  and  some  accrued  interest;  and  the 
bank  became  somewhat  apprehensive  as  to  Meyer's  solv- 
ency, and  Meyer  executed  to  the  bank  a  demand  note  on 
the  17th  of  November  for  $41,260.01,  being  the  total  amount 
due  upon  all  the  notes,  with  interest,  at  that  time.  The  orig- 
inal notes  of  Meyer  &  Finck,  for  $17,000,  were  not  surren- 
dered ;  but  it  is  claimed  in  this  action  by  Meyer  that  they 
were  in  fact  paid  by  his  demand  note,  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  is  claimed  by  the  bank  that  the  demand  note  was 
simply  received  as  collateral  security.  Upon  this  last  note 
suit  was  at  once  brought,  judgment  obtained,  execution 
issued,  and  Meyer's  stock  sold,  and  the  sum  of  $10,319.44 
realized  thereon.  After  payment  of  the  costs  of  suit,  the 
amount  realized  upon  the  execution  was  claimed  to  be  ap- 
plied by  the  bank  upon  Meyer's  individual  notes  of  $24,000. 
The  bank  still  held  the  1,200  shares  of  Globe  Trading  Com- 
pany stock,  and  also  certain  other  collaterals  which  had  been 
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deposited  by  Meyer  with  them,  when  this  action  was  brought 
to  foreclose  all  the  collaterals. 

'  An  interlocutory  order  was  entered  directing  the  sale  of 
all  the  collaterals  which  belonged  to  Meyer  alone;  and  they 
were  sold,  realizing  the  sum  of  $100,  which  was  credited 
upon  Meyer's  individual  debt,  but  the  1,200  shares  of  Globe 
Trading  Company  stock  were  left  until  the  final  decree. 
The  court  found,  in  substance,  that  Meyer  and  Fvnck  still 
owed  the  bank  the  entire  sum  of  $17,000,  and  that  Meyer 
individually  owed  the  bank  $14,414.19,  and  that  the  bank 
had  rightfully  applied  the  sum  realized  upon  the  execution 
upon  Meyer's  individual  debt ;  that  the  Globe  Trading  Com- 
pany stock  should  be  sold ;  and  that  the  proceeds  of  600 
shares  should  be  applied  upon  Meyer's  individual  debt,  and 
the  proceeds  of  the  remaining  600  shares  should  be  applied 
upon  the  Meyer  &  Finck  debt.  From  judgment  in  accord- 
ance with  these  findings,  Fmck  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Quarles,  Spence  dk 
QiuirleSy  attorneys,  and  William  G.  Quarles^  of  counsel,  and 
oral  argument  by  Charles  Qua/rles.  They  contended,  mter 
aliay  that  the  entry  of  judgment  on  the  $41,000  note  was  a  bar 
to  any  further  action  on  any  of  the  indebtedness  which  it 
evidenced.  By  obtaining  a  judgment  of  record  the  bank 
obtained  security  of  a  higher  nature,  which  operated  as  a 
merger  or  extinguishment  of  the  same  demand  represented 
by  the  joint  notes.  Robertson  v.  Smithy  1 8  Johns.  459 ;  Nichols 
V.  Bwrton^  6  Bush,  320;  Peters  v,  Sanfordy  1  Denio,  224; 
Sydamh  *o.  Ccmnon^  1  Houst.  431 ;  Peoria  S.y  Z.  cfe  T.  Co.  v. 
Elder,  165  111.  55;  Ohnstead  v.  Webster,  8  N.  T.  413;  Averill 
V.  LoucJcSj  6  Barb.  19,  25;  Crosby  v,  Jeroloman,  37  Ind.  264; 
Sloo  V.  Lea,  18  Ohio,  279 ;  Bonijphcm  v.  GiU,  1  B.  Mon.  199 ; 
Smith  V.  Blacky  9  Serg.  &  R.  142 ;  Ward  v.  Johnson,  13  Mass. 
148;  Pierce  v.  Kearney,  5  Hill,  82-85;  In  re  Eerrich,  12  Fed. 
Cas.  43;  McMaster  v.  Vernon,  3  Duer,  249 ;  MoaLe  v.  HoUins, 
11  Gill  &  J.  11.    The  rule  giving  a  creditor  holding  several 
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obligations  or  claims  against  his  debtor  the  right  to  apply  a 
payment  made  to  him  by  the  debtor  in  the  absence  of  any 
application  by  the  latter,  is  confined  to  cases  of  voluntary 
payments.  Orlecms  Co.  Nat.  Bamk  v.  MoorSy  112  N".  Y.  543; 
Cowperthwaite  v.  Sheffield^  1  Sandf .  416, 453 ;  Blackstone  Bcmh 
V.  HiU^  10  Pick.  129;  Bridenhecker  v.  LaweU^  32  Barb.  9; 
Cage  v.  Iler^  5  Sm.  &  M.  410 ;  Merrimack  Co.  Bank  v.  Brovmy 
12  K  H.  321;  Perria  v.  Roberts^  1  Vern.  Oh.  34;  Simmons 
V.  Catesy  56  Ga.  609 ;  2  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law  (2d  ed.), 
460,  note  1;  Eandolph,  Comm.  Paper,  §  795,  note  4;  Story, 
Bailments,  §  312. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  MtUer,  Noyes, 
Miller  dk  WaTd^  and  oral  argument  by  B.  K.  Miller ^  Jr.  They 
argued,  among  other  things,  that  where  the  court  must  make 
the  application  it  will  be  made  to  the  debt  for  which  the 
security  is  most  precarious,  viz.  will  favor  the  creditor.  U.  S. 
V.  January y  7  Cranch,  572;  Alexandria  v.  Patten^  4  id.  317; 
Jones  V.  U.  S.  7  How.  681;  V.  S.  v.  JSckford's  Exfra,  1  id. 
250;  Backhouse  v.  Patton^  5  Pet.  160;  Tayloe  v.  Sandifordy 
7  "Wheat.  13;  Field  v.  Ilollandy  6  Cranch,  8;  Nat.  Bank  v. 
Mechamics^  Nat.  Baixk^  94  U.  S.  437.  Many  cases  apply  the 
payments  to  discharge  the  individual  liability  and  not  that 
upon  which  there  is  a  surety,  in  order  that  the  creditor  may 
collect  his  unpaid  debt.  Saiibom  v.  Starky  31  Fed.  Eep.  18; 
Scheik  V.  Trustees  of  Schools^  24  111.  App.  369 ;  Burks  v.  Albert^ 
4  J.  J.  Marsh.  (Ky.),  97;  Blanton  v.  RicCy  5  Mon.  253;  White 
V.  Beemy  80  Ind.  239;  Zivermore  v.  ClaridgCy  33  Me.  428; 
Sunt  V.  Brewery  68  id.  262;  Povlson  v.  Colliery  18  Mo.  App. 
583;  Ramsour  v.  ThovMiSy  10  Ired.  165;  Moss  v.  Ada/mSy  4 
Ired.  Eq.  42 ;  Sprinkle  v.  Martiny  72  N.  0.  92 ;  Burt  v.  Butter- 
worthy  19  E.  I.  127;  Jones  v.  EUgorSy  2  Eich.  Eq.  63.  The 
rule  in  favor  of  the  creditor  prevails  in  Wisconsin.  Northern 
Nat.  Bank  v.  Lewisy  78  Wis.  475 ;  Stone  v.  TaJhoty  4  id.  449 ; 
Bobbins  v.  Lvncokiy  12  id.  7,  8.  See,  also,  SmnU  v.  Oldery  57 
Iowa,  326 ;  Mathews  v.  Switzlevy  46  Mo.  301 ;  Wilson  v.  AUeUy 
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11  Oreg.  164;  Wilson  v.  Fai/rhamen  Bank,  7  Allen,  270;  Siim- 
son  V,  Manley,  72  Iowa,  48. 

WmsLow,  J.  The  appellant's  contentions  are  (1)  that  he 
became  a  surety  only  for  the  payment  of  the  joint  notes, 
and  that  he  was  discharged  because  the  bank  allowed  Meyer 
to  withdraw  and  use  one  half  of  the  assets  of  the  Globe 
Trading  Company,  whose  stock  was  pledged  for  such  notes; 
(2)  that  the  $41,000  note  was  taken  in  payment  of  the  joint 
notes,  and  extinguished  them;  (3)  that  the  judgment  upon 
the  $41,000  note  was  a  bar  to  an  action  on  the  joint  notes; 
(4)  that,  in  any  event,  the  $10,000  made  upon  execution 
against  Meyer  should  be  applied  j[n*o  rata  on  the  joint  debt 
and  on  the  individual  debt,  and  could  not  be  applied  by  the 
plaintiff  on  the  individual  debt  alone;  (5)  that  the  proceeds 
of  the  1,200  shares  of  Globe  Trading  Company  stock  should 
be  applied  upon  the  joint  debt  alone. 

1.  The  main  difficulty  with  the  first  contention  is  that 
Fmck  never  became  a  surety  so  far  as  the  bank  was  con- 
cerned, but  remained  a  joint  principal.  As  between  him  and 
Meyer,  when  Meyer  assumed,  for  a  consideration,  to  pay  the 
debt  and  hold  him  harmless  therefrom.  Finch  became  a 
surety  only ;  but  the  bank  never  consented  to  any  change 
of  liabiUty,  and  received  no  consideration  for  such  a  con- 
sent; so  it  seems  perfectly  plain  that,  as  between  Fmck  and 
the  bank,  Finck  remained  a  principal.  But  it  is  argued  that 
the  evidence  shows  that  the  bank,  without  Finches  knowl- 
edge, consented  that  Meyer  might  sell  his  half  of  the  assets 
of  the  Globe  Trading  Company  and  invest  them  in  his  busi- 
ness, thus  reducing  the  collaterals  pledged  for  the  joint  debt 
by  one  half,  and  that  by  this  conduct  the  bank  is  prevented 
from  enforcing  its  claim  against  Finck^  especially  when  it 
has  levied  on  and  sold  Meyer's  stock  of  goods,  into  which 
the  assets  had  gone.  If  Fmck  was  still  a  principal  and  not 
a  surety,  it  is  difficult  to  see  how  any  such  result  could  fol- 
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low  even  if  the  bank  consented  to  the  conversion  of  Meyer's 
half  of  the  assets  of  the  Globe  Trading  Company ;  but  the 
cashier  of  the  bank  testifies  positively  that  the  bank  never 
knew  of  nor  consented  to  this  use  of  the  assets,  and  the  court 
neither  made  nor  was  requested  to  make  any  finding  on  this 
point.  If  the  appellant  desired  a  specific  finding  on  this 
contention,  he  should  have  requested  it.  Barry  v.  Schmidt^ 
67  Wis.  172.  There  is  ample  evidence  to  support  a  finding 
that  the  bank  did  not  consent  to  the  acts  of  Meyer,  and  in 
such  case  a  judgment  will  not  be  reversed  for  failure  to  make 
such  specific  finding.   WUUamson  v.  IfeeoeSy  94  Wis.  666. 

2  and  3.  The  court  found  that  the  $41,000  note  of  Meyer 
was  taken  as  collateral  only  to  the  joint  notes  and  Meyer's 
previously  executed  individual  notes.  There  is  some  con- 
flict in  the  evidence  on  this  point,  but  there  was  sufBcient 
evidence  to  sustain  the  finding,  and  hence  we  cannot  reverse 
it.  The  taking  of  Meyer's  note  was  certainly  not  a  payment 
of  the  debt,  because  there  was  no  express  agreement  that  it 
should  be  a  payment.  First  NcU.  Bank  v.  Case^  63  Wis.  604. 
No  reason  is  perceived  why  one  of  two  joint  debtors  may 
not  give  his  own  note  as  collateral  security  for  the  joint  in- 
debtedness. Fame  v.  VoorheeSy  26  Wis.  622.  If  the  new 
note  was  simply  collateral,  as  found  by  the  court,  then  it  is 
familiar  law  that  the  taking  of  it  does  not  affect  any  rights 
of  the  creditor  upon  the  original  debt ;  nor  does  the  prose- 
cution of  the  collateral  to  judgment  affect  the  right  of 
action  upon  the  original  debt,  at  least  until  satisfaction  is 
obtained.    Colebrooke,  Collateral  Securities,  §  109. 

4.  A  more  difficult  question  arises  as  to  whether  the  bank 
could  apply  the  $10,000  made  upon  its  execution  against 
Meyer  upon  Meyer's  individual  indebtedness,  and  leave  the 
joint  notes  unpaid.  If  this  had  been  a  voluntary  payment 
made  by  Meyer,  the  bank  could,  of  course,  make  the  appro- 
priation as  it  chose  in  default  of  any  appropriation  by  Meyer ; 
but  it  is  claimed  that  where  money  is  collected  by  action 
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upon  two  different  claims,  and  the  amount  realized  is  insuf- 
ficient to  discharge  both  claims,  there  is  no  opportunity  for 
appropriation  by  the  parties  to  either  claim,  but  the  law  ap- 
plies the  proceeds  ratably  upon  both  claims.  There  is  much 
authority  in  support  of  this  contention.  The  reason  some- 
times given  for  the  rule  is  that  it  is  a  payment  made,  not  by 
the  party,  but  by  process  of  law,  and  presumably  against  the 
will  of  the  party,  and  that  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  the  debtor 
to  make  the  appropriation,  and  that  it  would  be  unjust  to 
allow  the  creditor  the  power  of  making  it  when  the  debtor 
has  no  such  power;  hence  the  law,  having  coerced  the  pay- 
ment upon  all  the  claims  embraced  in  the  judgment  indis- 
criminately, will  apply  the  payment  ratably  upon  each.  The 
following  cases  support  this  doctrine  with  greater  or  less 
directness:  Bridenhecker  v.  LoweU^  32  Barb.  9;  Blackatone 
Bamk  v.  HiU^  10  Pick.  133;  Merrvraack  Co.  Bcmk  v,  Brown^ 
12  N.  H.  320;  Cage  v.  Iler,  6  Sm.  &  M.  410;  Orleam  Co,  Nat. 
Bank  v.  Moore^  112  N.  T.  543;  Cowpertkwa/ite  v.  Sheffield^  1 
Sandf.  416,  affirmed  3  N.  T.  243.  So  it  has  been  held,  ap- 
parently on  the  same  principle,  that  where  a  creditor  proves 
two  claims  of  different  character  against  an  insolvent  estate, 
and  receives  a  dividend,  the  law  will  apply  the  dividend  to 
both  claims  ratably,  liaikes  v.  Todd^  8  Adol.  &  E.  846; 
Com/mercial  Bamk  -w.  Ou,nnmgTumh^  24  Pick.  270;  Richa/rd%on 
V,  Kidder^  3  Dem.  Sur.  255.  There  are,  however,  well- 
considered  cases  holding  that  the  creditor  may,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  appropriation  by  the  debtor,  apply  moneys  received 
upon  foreclosure  of  collaterals  given  by  the  debtor  to  secure 
two  or  more  debts  upon  the  otherwise  unsecured  debt,  on 
the  ground  that  he  is  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  all  his  securi- 
ties. SmaU  V.  Older y  57  Iowa,  326 ;  WUaon  v.  AUen^  11  Oreg. 
154;  CaUifomia  Nat.  Bank  v.  Omty^  108  Cal.  148;  MatJiewa 
V.  SwUder^  46  Mo.  301.  See,  also.  Wood  v.  CaRagham,^  61 
Mich.  402;  Morrison  v.  Citizens^  Nat.  Bank^  66  N.  H.  253. 
Such  was  the  holding  of  this  court  in  Nort/iem  Nat.  Bank 
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V.  Lewia^  78  Wis.  475,  in  the  case  of  a  chattel  mortgage  given 
to  secure  several  notes,  part  of  which  were  secured  and  part 
unsecured,  as  against  indorsers  of  a  part  of  the  notes.  It 
will  be  noticed  that  all  of  the  cases  in  which  the  doctrine 
of  ratable  payment  has  been  applied  were  cases  in  which 
the  rights  of  mere  sureties  were  in  question;  and  the  court 
in  those  cases  seems  to  have  considered  their  equities  as  su- 
perior  to  the  rights  of  the  creditor  to  enforce  fall  payment 
of  his  debt.  In  the  present  case,  however,  Fmck  was,  as  to 
the  bank,  not  a  surety,  but  a  principal.  He  was  absolutely 
liable  for  the  whole  debt  of  $17,000,  and  we  are  unable  to 
see  that  the  bank  owed  him  any  duty  as  to  application  of 
proceeds  of  collaterals  pledged  by  his  joint  principal.  The 
bank  held  but  one  security  for  the  payment  of  the  notes  of 
$24,000,  namely,  the  name  of  Meyer,  and  two  securities  for 
the  payment  of  the  $17,000,  namely,  the  names  of  both 
Meyer  and  Finch;  and  it  is  entitled  to  payment  in  full  of 
both  claims.  It  is  not  seen  that  there  is  any  equity  on  the 
part  of  Finch  which  entitles  him  to  demand  that  collaterals 
taken  from  Meyer  alone  should  be  applied  in  whole  or  in 
part  on  the  joint  debt,  rather  than  on  Meyer's  individual 
debt.  "We  are  not  inclined  to  depart  from  the  rule  laid  down 
in  the  case  of  Northern  Nat.  Bcmh  v.  LemSy  sitpra;  nor  can 
we  see  any  substantial  difference  between  a  payment  realized 
upon  sale  of  property  on  a  chattel  mortgage  given  to  secure 
several  debts  and  a  payment  realized  upon  execution  on  a 
judgment  embracing  several  debts ;  and  we  therefore  hold 
that  the  amount  realized  by  the  bank  on  the  execution  was 
rightly  applied  on  the  individual  notes  of  Meyer. 

6.  As  to  the  Globe  Trading  Company  stock,  there  was  no 
dispute  on  the  trial  but  that  it  was  pledged  tor  the  payment 
of  the  joint  debt  of  $17,000,  and  for  that  alone.  This  was 
testified  to  by  Meyer  and  Finch,  and  by  the  cashier  of  the 
bank.  It  having  been  pledged  to  secure  a  specific  debt,  its 
proceeds  can  only  be  applied  to  the  payment  of  that  debt. 
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Hence  it  was  error  to  direct  that  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of 
half  of  that  stock  should  be  applied  in  payment  of  the  indi- 
vidual indebtedness  of  Meyer.  It  should  all  be  applied  upon 
the  joint  indebtedness. 

By  the  Court. —  That  part  of  the  judgment  providing  for 
the  application  of  the  proceeds  of  sole  of  600  shares  of  Globe 
Trading  Company  stock  on  the  individual  indebtedness  of 
Meyer  is  reversed,  and  the  balance  of  the  judgment  is  af- 
firmed, and  the  cause  remanded  with  directions  to  modif  v 
the  judgment  in  accordance  with  this  opinion.  No  costs  are 
to  be  recovered  by  either  party,  except  that  the  fees  of  the 
clerk  of  this  court  are  to  be  tazed  and  paid  by  the  respondent. 


''I 


The  Boakd  of  Eduoation  of  the  Crrr  of  South  Milwau- 
kee and  another.  Plaintiffs  in  error,  vs.  The  State  kx 
BEL.  Eeed,  Defendant  in  error. 

September  1 — September  $0, 1898. 
Public  schools:  Reinstatement  of  teacher:  Mandamus:  Officers, 

1.  A  teacher  employed  by  a  school  board  under  a  contract  containing 

the  usual  stipulations  is  not  an  officer  of  the  district,  but  is  a  mere 
employee  of  the  board,  and  the  relations  and  obligations  between 
them  are  purely  contractual  For  any  breach  of  the  contract  by 
the  board,  therefore,  the  remedy  by  an  ordinary  action  at  law  is 
plain  and  adequate,  and  mandamus  will  not  lie  to  compel  the  board 
to  reinstate  him  or  pay  his  salary. 

2.  Mandamus  is  not  the  proper  proceeding  in  which  to  test  the  ques 

tion  of  the  rotor's  title  to  an  office  which  another  is  occupying 
under  claim  of  right  or  title. 


100 
105 


465 
115 


Ereob  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Mil- 
waukee county:  J.  C.  Ltjdwig,  Judge.    Reversed. 

The  proceeding  sought  to  be  reviewed  by  the  writ  of 
error  in  this  case  was  by  alternative  mamdamvm  against  the 
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Board  of  Eduoation  of  the  City  of  Sovith  MH/uxmkee  and 
others,  sued  out  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwaukee  county 
upon  the  relation  of  George  S.  Reed.  Its  object  was  to  com- 
pel said  board  to  reinstate  him  as  principal  of  the  high  school 
located  in  that  city,  under  a  school  contract  with  the  district 
hereinafter  stated,  namely,  high  school  district  No.  1  of  the 
city  of  South  Milwaukee,  dated  July  2, 1897,  and  to  compel 
the  Bowrd  of  Ednju^ation  of  {he  City  of  Sovith  Mikoaukee  to 
recognize  and  conform  to  said  contract,  and  to  issue  and  de- 
liver to  him  orders  of  the  board  of  education  of  said  city, 
signed  and  certified  by  the  secretary  of  said  board,  drawn 
on  the  city  treasurer,  directing  him  to  pay  out  of  the  school 
fund  in  his  hands  appropriate  thereto  the  sum  of  $111.11, 
which  became  due  October  8, 1897,  for  teachers'  salary,  and 
a  like  further  sum  which  became  due  him  on  November  5, 
1897.  There  was  a  motion  to  quash  the  alternative  writ  on  the 
ground  that  it  appeared  from  its  face  that  there  was  a  defect 
of  parties  defendant,  the  city  of  South  Milwaukee  not  being 
made  a  party  defendant,  and  that  it  did  not  appear  that 
there  were  funds  on  hand  applicable  to  the  payment  of  the 
orders  mentioned  in  the  writ,  and  that  the  relator  had  an 
adequate  remedy  at  law;  and,  further,  that  the  writ  and  re- 
lation did  not  state  facts  sufficient  to  authorize  the  issuing 
of  a  peremptory  writ,  or  to  entitle  the  relator  to  the  relief 
therein  demanded,  or  to  any  relief  whatever  by  mamdcmms. 
The  motion  to  quash  was  denied,  and  the  respondents  be- 
low then  made  return  to  the  alternative  writ,  to  which  the 
relator  demurred,  upon  the  ground  that  the  same  did  not 
state  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a  defense.  The  demurrer 
was  sustained,  with  leave  to  the  respondents  below  to  amend 
their  return  as  they  might  be  advised,  and,  in  default  of  such 
amendment  and  proof  thereof,  a  peremptory  writ  should 
issue  as  prayed  for,  and  judgment  should  go  thereon  con- 
formably to  law  and  the  practice  of  the  court.  The  re- 
spondents failed  to  amend  their  return,  and  judgment  was 


Wis.]  august  TERM,  1898.  4&7 

Board  of  Education  of  South  Milwaukee  Ta  State  ex  rsL  Beed. 

entered  ordering  and  adjudging  that  a  peremptory  writ  issue 
commanding  the  respondents  to  reinstate  the  said  relator, 
Oeorge  H.  Reed^  as  principal  of  the  high  school  of  high  school 
district  No.  1  of  the  city  of  South  Milwaukee,  under  his 
said  written  contract  as  such  principal  entered  into  and 
made  by  him  with  the  late  high  school  board  of  said  high 
school  district,  bearing  date  July  2d,  and  that  they  recog- 
nize and  conform  with  said  contract  thereafter,  and  issue  to 
him  the  said  orders  for  the  moneys  claimed  to  be  so  due  and 
owing  on  said  contract. 

This  writ  of  error  is  sued  out  to  review  said  judgment. 
It  appears  from  the  record : 

(1)  School  district  No.  1  of  the  town  of  Oak  Creek,  Mil- 
waukee county,  was  organized  prior  to  1890,  comprising  ter- 
ritory which  now  composes  about  the  east  two-thirds  of  the 
city  of  South  Milwaukee,  and  lying  wholly  within  the  limits 
of  said  city. 

(2)  In  1890,  by  proceedings  taken  under  sec.  490,  E.  S. 
1878,  the  district  became  a  free  high  school  district. 

(3)  The  district,  in  1872,  acquired  certain  land  for  a  school 
site,  and  built  a  school-house  thereon,  which,  since  1890,  has 
been  used  as  a  high  school  and  common  school ;  the  affairs 
of  the  district,  the  management  of  the  school,  and  the  ap- 
pointment of  teachers  being  under,  and  made  by,  the  high 
school  board  of  the  district,  down  to  the  incorporation  of 
the  city  of  South  Milwaukee,  July  6, 1897,  and,  in  fact,  down 
to  the  election  and  qualification  of  the  board  of  education 
of  such  city,  September  4, 1897. 

(4)  June  29, 1897,  the  duly  elected  high  school  board  of 
said  district  appointed  George  H,  Reed  as  principal  of  the 
school  for  the  then  ensuing  year,  commencing  September 
13th,  and  on  July  2, 1897,  entered  into  a  written  contract 
with  him  to  teach  said  school  as  principal  for  such  ensuing 
year,  at  $1,000  per  annum,  salary  to  be  paid  at  the  end  of 
each  month,  in  the  sum  of  $111.11,  for  the  school  year  of 
nine  months. 


458  SUPKEME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

Board  of  Education  of  South  Milwaukee  ts.  State  ex  reL  Reed. 

(5)  July  6, 1897,  the  annual  school  meeting  of  the  said  high 
school  district  was  held,  at  which  the  period  of  the  ensuing 
school  year  was  fixed  at  nine  months.  July  7, 1897,  the 
high  school  board  met  and  ratified  the  acts  of  its  predecessor 
in  appointing  teachers. 

(6)  On  the  6th  of  July  the  city  of  South  Milwaukee  re- 
ceived a  patent  from  the  state  incorporating  it  as  a  city  of 
the  fourth  class,  and  its  incorporation  became  thereby  per- 
fected on  that  day  by  the  issue  of  said  patent.  Laws  of  1897, 
ch.  287,  sec.  98.  September  1,  1897,  its  common  council, 
proceeding  under  sec.  3,  ch.  880  (p.  1032),  Laws  of  1897  [sec. 
925 — 113,  Stats.  1898],  determined  by  ordinance  that  the 
members  of  the  board  of  education  of  the  city  should  be 
elected  by  the  common  council.  On  September  4, 1897,  the 
council  elected  such  members,  who  on  that  day  qualified 
and  organized. 

(7)  The  board  of  education,  at  its  first  meeting,  passed  a 
resolution  to  the  effect  that  it  would  not  recognize  the  ap- 
pointments or  contracts  of  the  high  school  board,  and  di- 
rected its  secretary  to  notify  the  teachers  of  such  action. 
September  11th  the  board  of  education  reappointed  all  teach- 
ers of  the  said  school  in  all  its  departments  save  Mr.  Reed^ 
the  relator,  and  fixed  the  opening  of  the  school  for  Septem- 
ber 13th.  September  13th  Mr,  Heed  attended  at  the  school 
pursuant  to  his  appointment,  and  under  his  said  school  con- 
tract for  the  school  year,  and  on  that  day  opened  and  organ- 
ized the  school,  and  taught  that  day.  Before  the  hour  of 
opening  school  on  the  following  day,  September  lith,  he 
was  served  with  a  restraining  order  obtained  in  a  suit  brought 
in  the  superior  court  of  Milwaukee  county  by  the  board  of 
education,  in  the  name  of  the  city,  against  him  and  others, 
enjoining  them  from  entering  upon  the  school  grounds,  and 
requiring  them  to  show  cause  why  an  injunction  to  that 
effect  should  not  issue.  This  motion  for  an  injunction  was, 
October  30, 1897,  denied  as  to  Mr.  Beedy  on  the  ground  that 
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his  school  contract  was  valid  and  binding  on  the  board  of 
education  as  the  sucoeasor  of  the  said  high  school  board,  by 
virtue  of  the  incorporation  of  the  city  under  the  general  city 
charter  law  of  1897  (ch.  287,  sec.  98). 

(8)  September  29,  1897,  the  board  of  education  made  a 
contract  with  one  J.  E.  Roets  as  principal  of  such  school, 
and  placed  him  in  charge  thereof,  and,  notwithstanding  the 
said  decision  of  the  court  of  October  30th,  and  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Reed  had,  to  the  knowledge  of  said  board,  been  at  all 
times  ready  to  carry  out  his  said  contract,  the  board  of  edu- 
cation refused  to  recognize  his  contract  in  any  way,  but  per- 
sisted in  excluding  him  from  the  school  and  retaining  Mr. 
Boets  as  principal. 

The  judgment  recited  the  making  of  the  contract  with 
the  relator,  Reed^  a  teacher  legally  qualified  to  teach  school 
in  said  district,  for  the  term  of  nine  months,  for  the  sum  of 
$1,000,  the  term  commencing  on  the  13th  day  of  September, 
1897,  to  be  paid  at  the  end  of  each  month,  in  the  sum  of 
$111.11;  and  that  the  city  of  South  Milwaukee  had  been 
incorporated  July  6,  1897,  as  a  city  of  the  fourth  class;  and 
that  September  4,  1897,  the  common  council  of  said  city 
duly  elected  a  board  of  education  of  said  city,  and  said  board 
wafi  organized  the  same  day ;  and  that,  disregarding  its  duty, 
September  14, 1897,  said  board  caused  the  said  Oeorge  H. 
Reed  to  be  removed  from  said  school,  and  prevented,  and 
still  prevents,  him  from  entering  into  the  same,  and  from 
discharging  and  fulfilling  his  duties  under  said  contract,  al- 
though said  petitioner  has  at  all  times  been  ready  and  will- 
ing to  perform  such  duties,  to  the  knowledge  of  said  board ; 
and  also  recited  the  fact  that  the  sum  of  money  claimed  by 
him  had  become  due  and  payable;  that  it,  the  said  board, 
unjustly  refused  to  reinstate  the  said  Reed  in  his  said  posi- 
tion as  principal  of  said  school,  or  to  issue  to  him  the  said 
orders,  to  his  injury,  etc. 

The  peremptory  writ  was  issued  May  7,  1898,  pursuant 


460  SUPKEME  OOUET  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

Board  of  Education  of  South  Milwaukee  Ta  State  ex  reL  Beed. 

and  in  substance  according  to  the  judgment  so  rendered. 
To  this  judgment  the  respondents,  the  Boa/rd  of  Education 
of  the  City  of  South  Milwaukee^  and  Dermis  Sweeney ^  as  sec- 
retary of  said  board,  sued  out  the  present  writ  of  error. 

For  the  plaintijffs  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  Joseph  O, 
Damea^  attorney,  and  Damd  S.  Boae^  of  counsel,  and  oral 
argument  by  Mr.  Rose. 

For  the  defendant  in  error  the  cause  was  submitted  on  a 
brief  by  Jared  Thompson^  Jr.  To  the  point  that  mamdamus 
would  lie  in  this  case,  he  cited  Joint  Free  High  School  Disi. 
V.  Oreen  Orove^  77  Wis.  632 ;  Stais  ex  rd.  Vcm  VUet  v.  WUr 
son^  17  id.  687;  State  ex  rd.  Stcmley  v.  Vcm  Siden,  i3  Hun, 
537;  Oilma/n  v.  Bassetty  3  Conn.  298;  Morley  v.  Power ^  5 
Lea,  691 ;  Thorwpson  v.  Boa/rd  of  Education^  67  N.  J.  Law, 
628;  Butcher  v.  Charles^  96  Tenn.  532;  People  ex  rd.  Deo- 
ery  v.  Martin^  13  Misc.  (N.  T.),  21 ;  Sta4;e  ex  rd.  Burpee  v. 
Burton^  4c^  Wis.  150;  State  ex  rd.  GHU  v.  Common  Cotmcil  of 
Watertown,  9  id.  254,  268. 

PiNNEY,  J.  The  relations,  duties,  and  obligations  that  ex- 
isted between  the  relator,  Beed,  and  the  high  school  board 
of  high  school  district  No.  1  of  South  Milwaukee  were  purely 
and  strictly  of  a  contractual  character.  This  is  clearly  ap- 
parent from  the  written  contract  between  the  parties  con- 
tained in  the  record.  BuUer  v.  Begents  of  Unvoersity,  32 
Wis.  131.  The  high  school  board  consisted  of  three  persons, 
who  were,  respectively,  director,  treasurer,  and  clerk  of  the 
said  district.  On  the  29th  of  June  the  board,  at  a  regular 
meeting,  appointed  the  relator  principal  of  the  said  school 
for  the  ensuing  year,  at  a  salary  of  $1,000,  and  on  the  2d  of 
July  made  and  entered  into  said  contract  with  him,  the 
validity  of  which  is  vigorously  contested  between  the  par- 
ties. Proceedings  had  been  initiated  by  the  trustees  of  the 
village  of  South  Milwaukee  looking  to  the  organization  of 
the  said  village  as  a  city  of  the  fourth  class  by  the  name  of 
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the  city  of  South  Milwaukee,  which  was  subsequently  com- 
pleted, and  at  the  first  meeting  of  the  common  council 
it  was  determined  by  ordinance  that  the  members  of  the 
board  of  education  of  said  city  should  be  elected  by  the  com- 
mon council,  and  a  full  board  was  accordingly  elected  and 
qualified  September  4, 1897.  Up  to  this  time  the  school  and 
educational  affairs  of  said  city  had  been  under  the  charge 
and  management  of  the  said  high  school  board,  and  teachers 
had  been  selected  for  the  then  ensuing  year.  On  Septem- 
ber 4th  the  board  of  education  of  said  city  passed  a  resolu- 
tion to  the  effect  that  it  refused  to  recognize  contracts  made 
by  said  high  school  board,  and  directed  its  secretary  to  no- 
tify teachers  that  the  board  would  consider  applications  for 
positions  in  said  school  on  the  10th  day  of  September,  and 
that  no  contract  theretofore  made  by  the  high  school  board 
would  be  ratified  or  accepted.  Subsequently  all  the  former 
teachers  were  employed  except  the  relator,  Heed.  He  at- 
tended when  the  time  arrived  for  opening  the  school,  and 
took  charge  of  the  same  under  his  said  contract,  and  taught 
there  during  one  day.  On  the  following  morning  he  was 
served  with  an  injunctional  order  issued  by  the  superior 
court  of  Milwaukee  county,  in  an  action  brought  in  the  name 
of  the  city  against  the  relator  and  others,  by  which  the 
relator  was  enjoined  from  entering  upon  the  school  grounds, 
or  going  into  or  about  the  school  buildings,  or  doing  or  per- 
forming or  exercising  any  acts,  or  commanding  or  directing 
any  of  the  teachers  so  employed  by  said  board  of  education. 
On  September  29th  the  board  of  education  employed  one 
John  E.  Eoets  as  principal,  at  a  salary  of  $1,100  per  annum, 
and  directed  the  officers  of  said  board  to  enter  into  a  con- 
tract with  him  accordingly,  and  he  was  placed  in  charge  of 
the  said  school  and  taught  the  same  thereafter.  The  board 
of  education  refused  to  reinstate  the  relator,  or  recognize 
him  as  principal,  or  his  said  contract,  or  to  conform  thereto 
or  comply  therewith,  although  said*  injunctional  order  had. 
been  vacated. 
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It  does  not  appear  to  be  material  to  consider  or  determine 
whether  the  contract  with  the  relator  was  a  valid  one.  It 
contained  the  stipulations  ordinarily  f oand  in  such  contracts. 
Assuming  its  vaUdity  for  the  purposes  of  the  present  case,  it 
is  apparent,  as  stated,  that  the  relations  and  obligations  be- 
tween the  relator,  Reed^  and  the  high  school  board  of  said 
district  were  purely  and  strictly  of  a  contractual  character. 
He  was  a  mere  employee,  and  not  an  officer  of  the  district 
in  question,  and  had  no  official  relations  to  it.  His  services 
were  to  be  rendered  in  consideration  of  a  certain  stipulated 
compensation.  He  was  not  an  officer,  within  the  meaning  of 
the  constitution  and  laws.  The  board,  and  the  school  dis- 
trict acting  through  its  board,  would  seem  to  have  been  but 
a  legally  constituted  agency  for  carrying  out  the  plans  and 
educational  policy  of  the  state  within  the  district,  with  pow- 
ers adapted  to  that  end,  the  contract  between  the  parties 
imposing  on  them  for  that  purpose  reciprocal  duties.  The 
contention  of  the  relator  is  that  the  high  school  board  and 
the  board  of  education  of  the  city  have  violated  and  disre- 
garded the  contract  with  him,  so  that  he  cannot  and  has  not 
realized  the  benefits  and  advantages  expected  to  result  from 
its  provisions.  The  case  appears  to  be  the  ordinary  one  of 
a  violation  of  contract  duties,  and  the  relator  seeks  to  obtain 
by  manda/mus  a  remedy  for  these  alleged  wrongs.  The 
question,  therefore,  arises  whether  the  court,  by  proceedings 
in  mcmdamua^  can  entertain  the  relator's  case,  and  grant  him 
the  relief  he  has  prayed. 

It  is,  we  think,  too  plain  for  controversy,  that  the  relator's 
remedy  is  the  very  plain  and  common  one  that  any  party 
has  against  one  with  whom  he  has  made  a  contract,  which 
such  other  neglects  or  refuses  to  perform,  namely,  an  action 
for  the  recovery  of  such  damages  as  he  has  sustained  in  con- 
sequence of  such  neglect  or  refusal.  He  has  a  plain  and 
adequate  remedy  by  action  at  law.  The  existence  or  non- 
existence of  an  adequate  and  specific  remedy  at  law,  in  the 
ordinary  forms  of  legal  procedure,  is  therefore  one  of  the 


Wis.]  august  TERM,  1898.  463^ 

Board  of  Education  of  South  Milwaukee  tb.  State  ex  reL  Reed. 

first  questions  to  be  determined  in  all  applications  for  the 
writ  of  nKmdamiLs;  and  whenever  it  is  found  that  such  rem- 
edy exists,  and  that  it  is  open  to  the  party  aggrieved,  the 
courts  uniformly  refuse  to  interfere  by  the  exercise  of  their 
extraordinary  jurisdiction  by  mandamus.  High,  Extr.  Leg. 
Hem.  §  15.  "  The  rule  is  too  firmly  established  to  admit  of 
doubt  or  controversy  that,  if  there  be  any  other  adequate 
and  specific  remedy,  such  as  an  action  at  law  against  the 
corporation,  by  which  relief  may  be  had  by  the  aggrieved 
claimant,  ma/nda/mtos  will  not  lie  to  compel  municipal  authori- 
ties, or  their  auditing  boards  or  oflBcers,  either  to  audit  or  to 
pay  claims  against  the  corporation.  Indeed,  the  rule  is 
simply  the  application  of  the  principle,  which  underlies  the 
entire  jurisdiction  by  mandamAis,  that  the  existence  of  an- 
other adequate  and  specific  legal  remedy  is  a  bar  to  relief  by 
this  extraordinary  writ,  and  the  courts  will  put  in  requisition 
their  extraordinary  powers  only  in  cases  where  no  remedy 
may  be  had  in  the  usual  course  of  proceedings  at  law.  It  is 
not  the  province  of  mamdamua  to  settle  diflferences  of  opinion 
between  municipal  authorities  and  claimants  as  to  amounts 
due  for  services  rendered.  All  such  cases  of  disputed  ac- 
counts or  claims  against  the  municipality  should  be  referred 
to  the  arbitrament  of  a  jury,  or  to  the  ordinary  process  of 
the  courts,  and  they  will  not  be  determined  by  proceedings 
in  mamdojnv^.^^  Id.  §  339.  People  ex  rd.  Steinson  v.  Board 
of  Education  of  N.  Y,  60  Hun,  486,  and  cases  cited;  Porir 
mem  V.  State  Board  of  Fish  Comm'rs^  50  Mich.  258.  It  was 
there  held  that  mandamus  would  not  lie  against  a  public 
board  upon  the  suit  of  an  employee  thereof  for  redress  for 
a  breach  of  contract,  but  that  he  might  have  a  claim  for  dam- 
ages. In  People  ex  rel.  Imrmey  v.  Campbell^  Y2  N.  Y.  496,  the 
court  remarked  that  "  the  relator  had  a  clear  legal  right  to 
sue  for  all  damages  he  had  sustained  by  reason  of  the  refusal 
of  the  defendant,  as  commissioner  of  public  works,  to  exe- 
cute and  carry  out  a  contract  which  the  relator  claimed  tO' 
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be  entitled  to  perform  as  the  lowest  bidder  for  the  work; " 
and  proceeded  to  say :  "  No  rule  is  better  settled  by  the  de- 
cisioQs  of  the  courts  than  that  in  such  a  case  numdcmms  will 
not  lie.  People  ex  rd.  Perhma  v.  Sawkins,  46  N.  T.  9.  On 
the  relator's  own  showing,  he  has  an  adequate  and  complete 
remedy  by  action."  The  same  point  is  ruled  in  People  ex  rel, 
Steinson  v.  Board  of  Eduoation^  60  Hun,  486;  and  in  People 
ex  rel.  Tenth  Nat.  Bank  v.  Board  of  ApportionmerU,  64  N.  T. 
627.  The  new  corporation  at  once  repudiated  any  relation 
to  or  with  the  former  organization,  and  it  was  immediately 
dissolved.  The  Board  qfJEducatdon  of  the  Gity  of  South  Mil- 
waukee never  employed  or  contracted  with  the  relator.  The 
conclusions  reached  in  BuUer  v.  Begents  of  UnvoersUy^  32 
Wis.  181,  appear  to  support  these  views. 

For  the  reasons  stated,  we  think  that  the  relator's  remedy 
in  the  present  case  was  by  action  at  law  for  the  recovery  of 
damages,  and  not  by  peremptory  mcmdamv^.  If,  however, 
it  could  be  maintained  that  the  position  of  teacher  is  an 
office,  or  a  right  to  a  place,  so  as  to  constitute  a  franchise, 
•position,  or  privilege,  so  that  mamdamue  could  be  nmintained, 
then,  inasmuch  as  it  appeared  that  there  was  a  person  other 
than  the  relator  or  claimant  in  the  place  or  position  in  ques- 
tion, who  was  occupying  it  under  a  claim  of  right  or  title,— 
a  de  facto  incumbent  under  a  contract  of  subsequent  date, — 
a  proceeding  by  mamdcmius  is  not  the  proper  action  in  which 
to  test  the  question  of  his  title.  Sta;te  ex  rd.  Lewdlen  v. 
Smithy  49  Neb.  755 ;  Heath  v.  Johnson,  36  W.  Va.  782;  People 
ex  rd.  Wren  v.  GeUmg,  133  N.  T.  669. 

By  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  superior  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  to  that  court  to  dismiss 
the  proceeding. 

Babdsen,  J.,  dissents. 
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MoBOAN  and  others,  Bespondents,  vs.  South  Milwaukeb  Lakb 

View  Oo3cpany,  imp.,  Appellant. 

September  X — September  to,  1898, 

Voluntary  assignment:  BemovcU  of  cusignee:  Equity:  Receivers, 

The  receiver  of  an  insolvent  corporation  may  maintain  an  action  in 
equity  to  set  aside  as  fraudulent  a  voluntary  assignment  made  by 
the  corporation  before  his  appointment,  and  to  remove  the  assignee, 
the  remedy  given  by  sea  1702,  R.  S.  1878,  for  the  removal  of  an 
assignee  in  the  assignment  proceedings,  not  being  exclusiva 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwaukee 
county:  J.  0.  Ludwig,  Judge.    Affii'med, 

On  the  tth  day  of  February,  1898,  defendant  corporation, 
the  South  Milwaukee  Lake  View  Company^  made  an  assign- 
ment for  the  benefit  of  its  creditors,  the  papers  being  filed 
as  required  by  law  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  circuit 
court  for  Milwaukee  county.  Subsequent  to  such  assign- 
ment, on  application  of  plaintiffs,  in  the  action  in  the  supe- 
rior court  of  Milwaukee  county,  after  judgment,  a  receiver 
for  the  corporation  was  duly  appointed.  Thereafter  such 
receiver  commenced  an  action  against  the  assignee  and  oth- 
ers,  in  the  circuit  court,  by  the  service  of  a  summons,  and 
at  or  about  the  same  time  commenced  proceedings  before  a 
court  commissioner  for  a  discovery,  under  sec.  4096,  E.  S. 
1878,  to  enable  him  to  plead.  In  the  last-mentioned  pro- 
ceedings it  was  alleged  that  the  purposes  of  the  action, 
among  others,  were  to  set  aside  the  assignment  as  fraudu- 
lent, to  remove  the  assignee,  to  collect  dividends  paid  to 
stockholders,  and  to  collect  unpaid  stock  subscriptions.  There- 
after the  corporation  moved  the  superior  court  in  this  action 
for  an  order  restraining  the  receiver  from  proceeding  in  the 
action  in  the  circuit  court.    The  motion  was  denied,  and  this 

appeal  was  taken  to  review  the  decision  to  that  effect. 
Vol.  100  —  30 
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For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  McElroy  &  Eschr 
weUer^  and  oral  argument  by  Moritz  Wittig^  Jr, 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Edwin  F.  Van 
Vechten^  attorney,  and  Timlin  c&  Glioksmcmy  of  counsel^  and 
oral  argument  by  W.  H,  Timlin, 

Marshall,  J.  It  is  not  contended  but  that,  if  an  action  in 
equity  will  lie  to  remove  an  assignee,  the  superior  court  did 
not  err  in  refusing  to  stay  the  hand  of  its  receiver.  Surely, 
if  the  suit  sought  to  be  restrained  were  proper  or  there  was 
a  reasonable  doubt  about  the  question,  it  cannot  be  said  there 
was  any  abuse  of  discretion  on  the  part  of  the  trial  court  in 
permitting  its  receiver  to  proceed.  Appellant's  motion  was 
an  appeal  to  the  discretionary  power  of  the  court  to  stay  its 
officer  upon  the  ground  that  he  was  attempting  something 
so  clearly  beyond  the  power  of  the  circuit  court  to  grant  and 
prejudicial  to  the  estate  he  was  appointed  to  collect,  guards 
and  distribute,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  appointing  court 
to  prevent  the  wrong,  and  on  that  theory  the  motion  was 
properly  made  and  should  have  been  granted  if  the  grounds 
on  which  it  was  based  are  sound.  Obviously,  the  court 
should  not  permit  its  receiver  to  institute  an  action  in  a  court 
having  clearly  no  jurisdiction  of  the  subject  thereof;  so, 
whether  the  proceeding  instituted  by  bill  in  equity  in  the 
circuit  court  was  clearly  beyond  its  jurisdiction,  is  the  turn- 
ing point.  That  must  be  answered  in  the  affirmative,  ajv 
pellant  contends,  because  by  statute  (sec.  1702,  R.  S.  18  7S) 
there  is  a  remedy  given  in  the  assignment  proceeding  for  the 
removal  of  an  assignee,  and  that  is  exclusive.  The  statutory 
remedy  is  only  available  to  a  person  who  is  a  party  to  the 
assignment  proceedings.  It  is  a  well-settled  rule  that  where 
a  new  remedy  is  given  by  statute,  other  than  to  enforce  a 
new  right,  it  is  cumulative  unless  there  is  something  in  the 
law  conferring  it  clearly  indicating  the  contrary.  Goodrich 
V.  Milwaickee,  24  Wis.  422;  Arnet  v.  Milwaukee  M.  M.  In^. 
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Go.  22  Wis.  516;  20  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  9Y4.  The 
right  to  remove  an  assignee  or  other  trustee  for  misconduct 
or  incompetence,  or  other  cause,  and  to  appoint  a  new  one 
or  a  receiver  in  his  place  if  necessary,  has  long  been  one  of 
the  well-recognized  subjects  of  equity  jurisprudence,  and  has 
often  been  resorted  to  in  the  courts  of  this  state,  as  is  amply 
shown  by  cases  cited  by  respondents'  counsel.  Geisse  v. 
BeaU^  3  Wis.  367;  Puzey  v.  Senier,  9  Wis.  370.  The  doctrine 
is  so  elementary  that  it  is  merely  stated  by  text  writers  with- 
out discussion  or  citation  of  authority.  BurriU,  Assignments, 
§  453. 

The  foregoing  leaves  nothing  more  that  need  be  said.  The 
result  is  that  the  order  appealed  from  should  be  aflirmed. 

JBy  the  Gourt —  Sd  ordered. 


CoNATTT,  Administrator,  Eespondent,  vs.  The  Milwaukee      loo  4W 
Eleotbio  Kailwat  &  Light  Company,  Appellant 

September  f — September  £0, 1898, 

Appeal:  BUI  of  exceptions. 

Where  there  is  no  certificate  that  the  hill  of  exceptions  contains  all 
the  evidence,  and  no  recital  therein  to  that  effect,  there  can  be  no 
review  of  the  evidence  on  appeal,  nor  any  inference  drawn  incon- 
sistent with  the  verdict.  i 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county:  J.  C.  Ludwig,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief  of 
Miller  J  Noyes^  Miller  cfe  TTaAZ,  and  for  the  respondent  on 
that  of  Timlin  cfe  Glicksman. 

Babdeen,  J.  This  action  was  brought  by  the  plaintiff,  as 
the  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Lawrence  E.  Conatty,  de- 
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ceased,  to  recover  damages  for  the  alleged  wrongful  killing 
of  deceased  by  the  defendant.  The  trial  in  the  court  below- 
resulted  in  a  verdict  and  judgment  for  the  plaintiflf.  The 
defendant  appealed,  and  assigns  as  error  that  the  evidence 
is  insufficient  to  sustain  the  finding  of  negligence ;  that  the 
parents  of  deceased  were  negligent;  and  that  the  verdict  is 
excessive. 

To  determine  either  of  these  alleged  errors  would  require 
an  examination  and  consideration  of  the  evidence  produced 
on  the  triaL  There  is  no  certificate  that  the  bill  of  excep- 
tions contains  all  the  evidence,  nor  is  there  any  recitation 
to  that  effect  therein.  This  CQurt  has  often  held  that,  ^n 
the  absence  of  such  a  certificate,  the  presumption  is  that 
every  fact  within  the  issue  and  essential  to  support  the  judg- 
ment was  proved  upon  the  trial.  Zee  v.  Campbell,  77  Wis. 
340 ;  DisoteU  v.  Henry  Luiher  Go.  90  Wis.  635.  So  there  can 
be  no  review  of  the  case  upon  the  testimony  here,  nor  any 
inference  drawn  inconsistent  with  the  verdict.  Of  the  tes- 
timony preserved,  there  seems  to  be  some  tending  to  sup- 
port the  jury's  conclusions,  and  we  are  therefore  powerless 
to  disturb  this  judgment. 

By  the  Court —  ThQ  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of 
Milwaukee  county  is  affirmed. 


ErriBB,  Appellant,  vs.  Ritter,  Respondent 

September  g^  September  180, 1898. 

(1)  Eeview  on  appeal    (3,  8}  Costs:  Equity:  Accounting:  Waiver, 

1*  Questions  not  decided  by,  nor  presented  to,  the  trial  court  wiU  not  be 

reviewed  on  appeal 
-2.  An  action  for  an  accounting  between  partners  is  equitable  in  its  nat* 

ure^  and  costs  are  properly  taxed  on  that  theory. 
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8l  a  party  does  not  waive  his  right  to  costs,  under  sea  2894a,  Stats. 
1898,  by  reason  of  delay  resulting  from  his  securing  a  retaxation, 
where  they  were  originally  taxed  within  sixty  days  after  the  filing 
of  the  fUidings. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county:  Geo.  E.  Sutherlakd,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Sylvester^  ScJieiber 
€&  Orth^  and  oral  argument  by  J^red.  Scheiber. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  hjW.  J.  ds  J.  H. 
Turner  J  and  oral  argument  by  W.  J.  Tv/mer. 

Cassodat,  0.  J.  It  appears  that  prior  to  May  2, 1895,  the 
plaintiff  and  the  defendant  were  copartners  in  trade  and 
business.  On  that  day  they  dissolved  partnership  by  a  writ- 
ten instrument,  signed  by  both  of  them.  By  that  instru- 
ment it  appears  that  the  plaintiff  sold  his  interest  in  the 
partnership  property  which  belonged  to  them  as  partners 
April  1, 1895,  and  embraced  in  the  schedule  of  assets  an- 
nexed, excepting  certain  property  reserved  to  the  plaintiff 
as  exclusively  his,  and  excepting,  also,  the  outstanding  ac- 
counts, bonds,  dues,  demands,  and  other  choses  in  action 
belonging  to  the  firm,  including  the  Obermann  Brewing 
Company's  bond  of  $1,000;  that  the  defendant  then  paid  to 
the  plaintiff  on  such  purchase  $6,935.04  in  cash.  It  was 
therein  stipulated  that  the  plaintiff  should  have  the  property 
so  reserved,  and  one  half  of  the  accounts,  bonds,  notes,  dues, 
demands,  and  choses  in  action  so  excepted,  and  which  were 
to  be  collected  by  the  defendant  and  accounted  for  to  the 
plaintiff,  less  necessary  expenses  reasonably  incurred;  that 
each  party  was  to  account  to  the  other  within  ten  days; 
that  the  defendant  thereby  assumed  and  agreed  to  pay  at 
maturity  all  the  outstanding  debts  and  liabilities  of  the  firm, 
including  the  mortgage  on  firm  real  estate.  On  June  12, 
1895,  the  plaintiff  and  defendant  entered  into  an  agreement 
in  writing,  to  the  effect  that  all  such  unsettled  partnership 
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matters  were  then  settled  and  determined,  as  follows:  That 
for  such  outstandings  which  had  been  collected ^by  the  de- 
fendant, up  to  May  18, 1895,  the  defendant  was  indebted 
to  the  plaintiff  in  the  sum  of  $526.57,  which  amount  was  on 
that  day  paid  by  the  defendant  to  the  plaintiff;  that  there 
only  remained  unsettled  certain  outstandings,  dues,  demands, 
and  choses  in  action  not  collected  by  the  defendant,  May  18, 

1895,  and  certain  other  matters  not  involved  in  this  contro- 
versy. 

On  July  9, 1896,  the  plaintiflf  commenced  this  action.  In 
his  complaint  he  alleged,  in  effect,  such  dissolution  of  the 
firm.  May  2, 1895 ;  that  within  a  year  thereafter  the  defend- 
ant had  collected  of  the  outstanding  accounts  mentioned 
$1,390.46,  after  deducting  the  necessary  expenses  incurred 
in  making  such  collection ;  that  such  sum  was  still  in  the 
hands  of  the  defendant,  and  that  one  half  thereof,  amount- 
ing to  $695.23,  became  due  and  owing  by  the  defendant  to 
the  plaintiff  as  his  share  of  such  collections;  that  the  defend- 
ant had  failed  and  neglected  to  account  for  or  pay  over  the 
same  or  any  part  thereof  to  the  plaintiff ;  that  after  May  2, 

1896,  the  remaining  demands  and  accounts  of  the  firm  then 
uncollected  were  sold  at  public  auction;  that  the  plaintiff 
became  the  purchaser  thereof,  bidding  therefor  $600,  one 
half  of  which  sum  the  defendant  was  entitled  to  receive 
from  the  plaintiff;  that  after  deducting  the  $300,  being  the 
one-half  of  the  amount  of  such  bid,  from  the  $695.23  men- 
tioned, there  remained  due  to  the  plaintiff  from  the  defend- 
ant $395.23,  for  which,  with  interest  from  May  1, 1896,  he 
prayed  judgment.  The  defendant  answered  to  the  effect 
that,  in  making  the  payments  and  statements  to  the  plaint- 
iff called  for  by  the  contracts  mentioned,  the  defendant  did, 
by  oversight  and  mistake,  pay  the  plaintiff,  in  excess  of  the 
amount  due  to  him  according  to  the  agreement  and  under- 
standing between  them,  the  sum  of  $500;  that  attached 
thereto  was  a  schedule,  which  correctly  stated  the  account 
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between  the  plaintiff  and  the  defendant,  whereby  it  appeared 
that  the  plaintiff  was  indebted  to  the  defendant  in  the  sum 
of  $110.26,  upon  a  full,  complete,  and  final  accounting  be- 
tween them;  and  then  alleged  the  same  by  way  of  counter- 
claim, and  prayed  judgment  for  that  amount.  The  plaintiff 
replied,  denying  the  counterclaim,  with  certain  exceptions. 

The  case  was  thereupon  referred  to  a  referee  to  hear,  try, 
and  determine.  Upon  such  trial  and  hearing  the  referee 
found  that  there  was  due  to  the  plaintiff  from  the  defend- 
ant $4:72.55,  and  that  the  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  judgment 
against  the  defendant  for  that  amount,  with  costs. 

On  motion  to  modify  and  confirm  such  report,  the  trial 
court  found,  in  effect,  that  there  was  an  obvious  mistake  in 
the  referee's  report  in  not  finding  that  the  $526.57  which  is 
admitted  to  have  been  paid  by  the  defendant  to  the  plaint- 
iff, as  stated  in  the  written  agreement  of  settlement  made 
June  12,  1895,  included  $243.63  allowed  to  the  plaintiff  by 
the  defendant,  and  being  one  half  of  the  moneys  collected 
by  the  defendant  upon  accounts  made  during  the  month  of 
April,  1895,  and  also  $256.88,  being  one  half  of  the  total 
profits  of  $513.76  made  during  that  month,  thereby  allowing 
the  plaintiff  to  participate  twice  in  the  accounts  made  dur- 
ing the  month  of  April,  1895;  that  those  two  items,  thus 
counted  twice,  amounted,  in  the  aggregate,  to  $500.50,  being 
the  amount  of  the  mistake  alleged  in  the  answer.  The  court 
also  accounted  for  the  same  mistake  bv  showing  that  the 
plaintiff  was  credited  with  $1,700.25,  being  one  half  interest 
in  the  new  accounts  receivable,  and  charging  him  on  the 
oorresponding  account  with  only  $1,200.25,  being  the  one 
half  of  $2,400.51,  making  a  difference  of  $500. 

1.  These  findings  of  the  trial  court  are  sustained  by  the 
evidence.  In  fact,  the  mistake  is  conceded  by  counsel,  but 
it  is  contended  that  it  is  more  than  offset  by  other  mistakes 
in  favor  of  the  defendant.  No  such  mistakes,  however,  are 
alleged  in  the  pleadings,  nor  do  they  seem  to  have  been 
broufirht  to  the  attention  of  the  trial  court.    We  cannot  re- 
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view  questions  not  decided  by,  nor  presented  to,  the  trial 
court.  The  trial  court  corrected  and  restated  the  accounts 
between  the  parties,  and  found  that  there  was  due  to  the 
defendant  from  the  plaintiff  $110.26,  and  ordered  judgment 
in  favor  of  the  defendant  for  that  amount,  and  this  is  an 
appeal  from  the  judgment  entered  thereon  accordingly.  The 
questions  presented  are  purely  questions  of  fact  We  think 
they  were  correctly  decided. 

2.  Counsel  contend  that  this  is  an  action  at  law,  and  that 
the  clerk  correctly  limited  the  taxation  of  costs  to  $15.  We 
are  clearly  of  the  opinion  that  this  action  for  an  accounting 
between  partners  is  equitable  in  its  nature,  and  that  the 
costs  were  properly  taxed  on  that  theory. 

3.  It  is  claimed  that  the  costs  were  not  taxed  in  time.  Al- 
though the  findings  of  the  court  bear  date  November  10, 
1897,  yet  they  were  not,  in  fact,  made  and  filed  with  the 
clerk  until  January  6, 1898.  On  January  20,  1898,  the  de- 
fendant served  his  bill  of  costs  and  notice  for  the  taxation 
of  the  same.  The  clerk  limited  the  taxable  costs  to  $15. 
Thereupon  the  attorneys  for  the  defendant  gave  notice  of 
retaxation  of  such  costs,  and  after  the  hearing  of  that  mo- 
tion, and  on  March  21, 1898,  the  court  vacated  and  set  aside 
such  taxation  by  the  clerk,  and  ordered  that  the  clerk  tax 
in  favor  of  the  defendant  full  costs  and  disbursements  as 
and  for  a  case  in  equity,  and  insert  the  same  in  the  judgment; 
and  thereupon,  and  on  April  1, 1898,  the  judgment  was  per- 
fected accordingly.  The  costs  having  been  taxed  within 
the  sixty  days,  the  defendant  did  not  waive  his  right  to  costs 
by  reason  of  the  delay  in  the  retaxation  of  the  same,  under 
sec.  2894:<z,  Stats.  1898.  That  statute  makes  a  party  respon- 
sible for  his  own  negligence  and  delay,  but  not  for  such 
delay  in  securing  a  retaxation  of  costs.  State  v.  Heesay  57 
Wis.  422. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of 
Milwaukee  county  is  afiirmed. 
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CoTZHAusEN,  Eespondent,  vs.  H.  W.  Johns  Manupaotueing 
Company  op  New  Jersey,  Appellant. 

September  S — September  SO,  1898. 

Contracts:  Parties:  Deceit:  Corporations:  Consolidation:  Assumption 

of  obligations, 

1.  A  third  jierson  who,  by  false  representations,  induces  a  person  to 

enter  into  a  contract  with  another,  does  not  thereby  become  a 
party  to  such  contract  so  as  to  be  liable  in  an  action  thereon,  al- 
though he  may,  perhaps,  be  liable  in  tort  for  damage  resulting  from 
his  deceits 

2.  A  corporation  formed  by  the  consolidation  of  several  others  does  not, 

by  assuming  all  their  debts,  obligations,  and  contracts,  render  itself 
liable  for  a  tort  theretofore  committed  by  one  of  them. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county:  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.     lieversed. 

The  complaint  in  this  action  charged  that  the  defendant 
is  a  New  Jersey  corporation,  organized  in  June,  1891,  and  is- 
a  consolidation  of  a  number  of  corporations  previously  exist- 
ing, among  which  was  the  H.  W.  Johns  Manufacturing  Com- 
pany of  New  York,  and  that  the  defendant  company  assumed 
all  the  debts,  obligations,  and  contracts  of  the  previous  cor- 
porations which  were  consolidated  to  form  the  defendant; 
that  in  the  year  1889  the  plaintiff  was  erecting  a  business 
block  in  Milwaukee,  and  invited  bids  for  roofing  the  same, 
and  received  a  written  proposal  from  one  Phillip  Gross,  of 
Milwaukee,  then  the  agent  of  the  H.  W.  Johns  Manufacturing 
Company  of  New  York,  who  proposed,  in  hehcUf  of  said  com- 
pa/ny,  to  construct  the  roof  known  as  the  "  H.  W.  Johns 
asbestos  roof,"  manufactured  by  said  company  under  a  pat- 
ent, for  five  dollars  a  square;  that  the  plain tiflf  at  first  re- 
jected said  bid,  but  that  the  H.  W.  Johns  Manufacturing 
Company  of  New  York,  by  its  Chicago  agents  and  the  said 
Gross,  made  repeated  representations  to  the  plaintiff  as  to 
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the  good  qualities  of  the  H.  W.  Johns  roof  (which  represen- 
tations are  fully  set  forth  in  the  complaint,  but  are  not  nec- 
essary to  be  repeated  here),  and  that  the  plaintiff  finally, 
by  means  of  such  representations  and  relying  thereon, 
changed  his  mind  and  accepted  said  bid  for  the  asbestos  roof 
of  said  company,  the  price  being  reduced  to  $4.75  per  square. 
The  complaint  further  alleges  that  the  roofing  was  done  in 
the  summer  and  fall  of  1890,  and  was  entirely  paid  for  in 
November,  1891,  but  that  the  roof  proved  to  be  worthless, 
and  entirely  failed  in  the  winter  of  1894,  and  that  the  repre- 
sentations, assurances,  and  warranties  of  said  H.  "W.  Johns 
Manufacturing  Company  of  New  York,  and  its  then  agents, 
as  to  the  character,  quality,  and  durability  of  the  material 
employed,  utterly  failed,  so  that  an  entirely  new  roof  had  to 
be  put  upon  the  building,  and  that  by  reason  of  the  premises 
the  plaintiff  w^as  damaged  to  the  amount  of  $2,000,  for  which 
he  prayed  judgment. 

The  answer  denied  that  the  H.  W,  Johns  Manufacturing 
Company  of  New  York  ever  made  the  contract  set  forth  in 
the  complaint,  and  denied  that  Phillip  Gross  was  at  any 
time  the  agent  of  said  company,  and  alleged  that  the  roof- 
ing contract  set  forth  in  the  complaint  was  entered  into  be- 
tween the  plaintiff  and  Gross  upon  his  own  account. 

Upon  the  trial  of  the  action  it  appeared  that  Phillip  Gross 
in  September,  1889,  was  engaged  in  business  in  Milwaukee, 
and  had  the  exclusive  right  to  sell  and  use  the  asbestos  roof- 
ing manufactured  by  the  H.  W.  Johns  Manufacturing  Com- 
pany of  New  York,  but  was  not  the  agent  of  said  company 
for  the  purpose  of  making  contracts  to  put  on  roofing,  and 
that  on  the  6th  of  September  he  made  a  written  bid  to  the 
plaintiff  on  his  own  account  to  furnish  and  lay  complete  an 
H.  W,  Johns  asbestos  roof  for  five  dollars  per  square  upon 
the  plaintiff's  building.  It  further  appears  that  in  the  latter 
part  of  April,  1890,  the  H.  W.  Johns  Manufacturing  Com- 
pany of  New  York  transferred  the  exclusive  right  to  use  and 
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sell  their  roofing  in  Milwaukee  to  Messrs.  A.  Monsted  &  Co., 
and  that  the  further  negotiations  had  with  regard  to  the 
roofing  were  had  with  Monsted  &  Co.,  and  resulted  in  the 
making  of  the  following  written  contract  on  the  5th  of  Au- 
gust, 1890: 

"Messrs.  A.  Monsted  &  Co.  agree  to  place  the  asbestos 
roof  on  Metropolitan  Block,  furnishing  all  necessary  material, 
in  first-class  manner,  at  $4.75  per  square.  Work  must  be 
commenced  within  twenty-four  hours  after  roof  is  in  readi- 
ness, and  finished  without  any  unreasonable  delay. 

"F.  "W.  VON   COTZHAUSEN. 

"A.  Monsted  &  Co." 

Prior  to  the  making  of  this  contract,  one  Near,  a  traveling 
salesman  of  the  H.  W.  Johns  Manufacturing  Company  of  New 
York,  had  called  on  the  plaintiff  with  Monsted  &  Co.,  and 
left  with  the  plaintiflf  circulars  commending  the  H.  W.  Johns 
roofing,  and  also  made  oral  representations  as  to  its  character; 
but  it  did  not  appear  that  either  Near  or  Monsted  claimed  to 
act  on  behalf  of  the  company  in  making  contracts,  nor  did 
it  appear  that  either  of  them  was  authorized  to  make  any 
such  contracts  on  behalf  of  the  company. 

The  evidence  further  tended  to  show  that  the  roof  put  upon 
the  building  by  Monsted  &  Co.  proved  to  be  defective,  and 
a  special  verdict  was  rendered  in  the  action  as  follows: 

"  (1)  Was  the  defendant  company  organized  on  or  about 
the  25th  of  June,  1891,  and  did  it  begin  business  on  or  about 
the  1st  day  of  July,  1891,  and  is  it  a  consolidation  of  the  fol- 
lowing previously  existing  corporations,  namely,  the  H.  W. 
Johns  Manufacturing  Company  of  New  York,  organized  in 
1887,  the  Asbestos  Packing  Company  of  Boston,  the  Calmer- 
Spence  Company  of  New  York,  C.  W.  Trainer  &  Co.  of 
Boston,  and  the  Shields  &  Brown  Company  of  Chicago? 
Answered,  '  Yes,'  by  consent  of  counsel. 

"  (2)  Did  the  defendant  com  pan  y  then  assume  all  the  debts, 
obligations,  and  contracts,  of  every  kind  and  nature,  of  each 
of  the  pre-existing  companies  aforesaid,  including  the  obliga- 
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tion,  if  any,  which  is  the  subject  matter  of  this  action  ?  An- 
swered by  jury, '  Yes.' 

"  (3)  Did  the  plaintiff  and  the  firm  known  as  *  A.  Monsted 
&  Co.,'  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  August,  1890,  make  and 
sign  a  writing  offered  in  evidence  in  this  action,  and  marked 
*  Exhibit  No.  1,'  whereby  the  said  A.  Monsted  &  Co.  under- 
took to  cover  the  plaintiff's  building  with  a  so-called  asbestos 
roof,  and  was  said  writing  signed  by  said  A.  Monsted  &  Co. 
and  by  the  plaintiff  ?  Answered,  *  Yes,'  by  consent  of  counsel. 

"  (4)  Prior  to  the  making  of  said  writing,  did  the  defend- 
ant corporation,  or  its  predecessor,  the  H.  W.  Johns  Manu- 
facturing Company  of  New  York,  or  either  of  them,  make 
to  the  plaintiff  the  representations  set  forth  in  that  behalf 
in  the  plaintiff's  complaint,  and  contained  in  Exhibit  No.  3, 
in  evidence  in  this  action  ?  To  this  question  the  defendant 
objected,  for  the  reason  that  the  question  is  not  based  upon 
the  evidence  and  there  is  nothing  in  the  case  to  support  an 
aflSrmative  answer  to  said  question;  which  objection  was 
overruled  by  the  court,  and  the  defendant  duly  excepted. 
Answered  by  jury,  *  Yes.' 

"  (5)  Did  the  plaintiff  believe  said  representations  to  be 
true  ?    Answ^ered  by  jury, '  Yes.' 

"  (6)  Was  the  plaintiff  induced  by  said  representations  to 
make  and  sign  the  writing  or  memorandum  aforesaid  with 
A.  Monsted  &  Co.  ?    Answered  by  jury,  *  Yes.' 

"  (7)  At  the  time  of  the  making  of  said  writing  by  and 
between  the  plaintiff  and  the  said  A.  Monsted  &  Co.,  had 
said  A.  Monsted  &  Co.  the  exclusive  right  to  purchase  and 
sell  and  use  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee  the  roofing  material 
made  and  sold  by  the  defendant  corporation,  or  its  prede- 
cessor, the  H.  W.  Johns  Manufacturing  Company  of  New 
York,  the  asbestos  roofing  which  was  intended  to  be  de- 
scribed in  said  contract  or  memorandum,  and  which  was  in 
fact  used  in  the  execution  of  said  contract  or  memorandum  ? 
Answered  *  Yes,'  by  consent  of  counsel. 

"  (8)  Did  said  A.  Monsted  &  Co.  proceed  under  said  con- 
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tract  or  memorandum  to  roof  the  plaintiff's  building  afore- 
said with  the  material  so  intended  to  be  used  for  that 
purpose,  according  to  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  said 
contract  or  memorandum,  in  good  faith  and  in  a  good  and 
workmanlike  manner  ?    Answered  by  jury,  *  Yes.' 

"  (9)  Did  said  roof  turn  out  to  be  utterly  useless  as  a  roof, 
solely  through  the  defects  and  worthlessness  of  said  material 
as  a  roofing  material  ?    Answered  by  jury,  *  Yes.' 

"  (10)  If  you  answer  the  last  interrogatory  in  the  affirma- 
tive, was  either  the  plaintiff  or  the  said  A.  Monsted  &  Co. 
guilty  of  any  fault  or  misconduct,  or  want  of  care  or  skill, 
which  was  the  proximate  cause  of  the  failure  of  said  roof  ? 
Answered  by  jury,  *  No.' 

"  (11)  Were  the  representations  contained  in  said  Exhibit 
No.  3  substantially  false?  Answered  by  jury,  *  Yes;  in  this 
action.' 

"  (12)  Do  you  find  for  the  plaintiff  or  for  the  defendant  ? 
Answered  by  jury,  *  Plaintiff.' 

"  (13)  If  the  court  should  be  of  the  opinion  that  the  plaint- 
iff is  entitled  to  judgment,  in  what  sum  do  you  assess  the 
plaintiff's  damages  suffered  by  reason  of  said  representa- 
tions so  made  by  the  defendant  corporation,  or  its  prede- 
cessor, the  H.  W.  Johns  Manufacturing  Company  of  New 
York,  to  the  plaintiff?  To  this  question  the  defendant  ob- 
jected, for  the  reason  that  the  question  assumes  that  the 
plaintiff  suffered  damages  by  reason  of  the  representations 
ufiade  by  defendant  to  plaintiff,  and  suggests  to  the  jury 
that  the  defendant  has  made  false  representations  to  the 
plaintiff,  and  that  the  plaintiff  ought  to  recover;  which  ob- 
jection was  overruled  by  the  court,  and  the  defendant  duly 
excepted.    Answered  by  jury, '  $1,211.82.' " 

Upon  this  verdict  judgment  was  rendered  for  the  plaint- 
iff, and  the  defendant  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Felker^  Doe  c&  Fel- 
ker^  and  oral  argument  by  J.  B.  Doe,    They  argued,  among 
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other  things,  that  the  action  could  not  be  maintained  be- 
cause it  was  an  action  on  contract  for  breach  of  warranty, 
when  there  was  no  contractual  relation  between  the  parties. 
28  Am.  &  Eng,  Ency.  of  Law,  740;  Hose  v.  Hurley^  39  Ind. 
81;  Peek  v.  Gv/mey^  6  Eng.  &  Ir.  App.  Cas.  377;  LoTvgmeid 
V.  IloUidayy  6  Exch.  761 ;  Ba/mea  v.  DeUglise^  78  Wis.  628 ; 
WinterboUum  v,  Wright^  10  Mees.  &  W.  109 ;  Langridge  v. 
Levy^  2  id.  519;  Levy  v.  Lwtigridge^  4  id.  337;  Blakemore  v. 
B,  i&  K  E.  Go.  92  Eng.  C.  L.  1035;  Burton  v.  Zarkin^  36 
Kan.  246;  Austin  v.  Seligmcm>^  18  Fed.  Kep.  519. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Sylvester ^  Schei- 
her  (&  Orih^  attorneys,  and  F.  W.  von  Gotzlmuseny  in  jpersona^ 
and  oral  argument  by  Mr,  Fred.  ScJieiber  and  Mr,  Gotzhausen, 

"WiNSLOw,  J.  It  is  very  plain,  from  an  inspection  of  the 
complaint,  that  this  action  was  originally  an  action  to  re- 
cover damages  for  the  breach  of  the  warranties  and  rep- 
resentations contained  in  a  contract  to  furnish  and  lay  an 
asbestos  roof  on  the  plaintiff's  building,  which  contract  was 
alleged  to  have  been  made  with  the  plaintiff,  August  5, 1890, 
by  the  H.  W.  Johns  Manulfacturing  Company  of  New  York, 
through  its  Milwaukee  agents,  and  to  have  been  assumed 
by  the  defendant  corporation  upon  its  formation  in  June, 
1891.  The  evidence  entirely  failed  to  show  that  either  Gross 
or  Monsted  &  Co.  were  or  claimed  to  be  agents  of  the  Johns 
Company,  but  showed  that  they  were  simply  exclusive  dealers 
in  the  Johns  patent  roofing  in  Milwaukee,  and  that  Monsted 
&  Co.  made  the  written  roofing  contract  with  the  plaintiff 
solely  on  their  own  behalf.  Such  being  the  case,  the  trial 
court  did  not  submit  to  the  jury  any  questions  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  this  alleged  agency,  and  so  this  contention  disap- 
pears from  the  case. 

It  is  now  claimed,  however,  by  respondent,  that  the  action 
is  still  an  action  upon  contract,  and  this  contention  is  based 
upon  the  fact  that  one  Near,  who  was  a  traveling  salesman 
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for  the  Johns  Company  of  New  York,  called  on  the  plaint- 
iff, with  Gross  and  Monsted,  and  made  oral  representations 
and  presented  printed  circulars,  as  to  the  merits  of  the  Johns 
patent  roofing,  which  were  false,  but  which  were  relied  on 
by  the  plaintiff,  and  induced  him  to  enter  into  the  contract 
with  Monsted  &  Co.  These  facts,  it  is  said  in  respondent's 
brief,  constituted  a  contract  on  behalf  of  the  Johns  Com- 
pany to  the  effect  that,  "  if  you  will  give  our  roofing  the 
preference  over  others  and  intrust  Monsted  with  the  execu- 
tion of  the  work,  then  we,  the  H.  W.  Johns  Company,  agree 
and  undertake  that  the  material  furnished  and  employed 
shall  in  all  respects  conform  to  our  representations,  and  pos- 
sess the  characteristics  claimed  for  it  by  writing  and  parol, 
and,  in  case  of  breach,  to  make  good  to  you  the  loss  thereby 
sustained."  It  is  entirely  clear,  however,  that  but  one  con- 
tract was  made,  aild  that  was  the  written  contract  between 
the  plaintiff  and  Monsted  &  Co.  If,  by  false  representations, 
a  stranger  induces  two  persons  to  enter  into  a  contract,  such 
stranger  does  not  thereby  become  a  party  to  the  contract. 
He  may  perhaps  become  liable  in  tort  if  damage  results  to 
the  contracting  party  who  is  induced  to  make  the  contract 
relying  on  the  false  representations,  but  he  is  not  liable  in 
an  action  upon  contract,  for  the  very  plain  reason  that  there 
were  no  contractual  relations  between  the  parties.  No  con- 
tract between  the  plaintiff  and  the  Johns  Manufacturing 
Company  was  even  attempted  to  be  made. 

There  being  no  contract  shown  except  with  Monsted  & 
Co.,  there  can  be  no  recovery  against  the  defendant  upon 
the  ground  of  a  breach  of  contract.  Even  if  it  were  possible 
to  convert  the  action  into  a  tort  action,  there  can  be  no  recov- 
ery against  the  defendant,  because  it  was  not  in  existence  at 
the  time  of  the  commission  of  the  tort,  and  has  never  as- 
sumed any  liability  therefor. 

By  the  Court. —  Judgment  reversed,  and  action  remanded 
for  a  new  trial. 
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Second  Ward  Savings  Bank  of  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin, 
Appellant,  vs.  Schbanck,  Assignee,  imp.,  Kespondent. 

September  2 — Septernber  20, 1898. 

Voluntary  assignment:  Execution:  Liability  of  assignee  for  property 

sold  under  order  of  court:  Compensation. 

Bj  order  of  the  court  under  whose  process  a  sheriff  held  property  of 
an  insolvent  debtor,  the  execution  levy  was  dissolved  and  the  prop- 
erty turned  over  to  the  debtor's  assignee  for  the  benefit  of  creditors. 
Subsequently,  under  like  authorityi  the  assignee  sold  the  property 
and  held  the  proceeds  in  lieu  thereof.  Upon  appeal,  the  first  men- 
tioned order  was  reversed,  and  the  cause  remanded  with  direction 
to  cause  the  property  or  its  proceeds  to  be  restored  to  the  sheriff,  to 
be  applied  on  the  execution.  Held  that,  having  acted  under  the 
orders  of  a  court  having  full  jurisdiction,  the  assignee  was  not  a 
wrongdoer,  and  was  answerable  only  for  the  proper  net  proceeds  of 
the  sale  of  the  property,  and  was  entitled  to  reasonable  compensa- 
tion for  his  services  and  expenses  out  of  the  fund,  to  be  fixed  and 
allowed  by  the  court. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwaukee 
<50unty:  J.  0.  Ludwig,  Judge.    Affirvied. 

This  is  an  appeal  from  an  order  of  the  superior  court  of 
Milwaukee  county  made  June  18, 1898,  overruling  the  de- 
murrer of  the  plaintiff  bank  to  the  answer  of  Henry  C. 
Schrcmck^  as  assignee,  etc.,  and  respondent,  to  the  petition 
of  the  plaintiff.  The  case  was  that  May  4, 1897,  said  bank 
secured  a  certain  judgment  against  the  defendant,  Henes,  for 
$24,078.90,  and,  upon  execution  issued  thereon,  F.  G.  Isen- 
ring,  sheriff  of  Milwaukee  county,  seized  by  virtue  thereof 
certain  personal  property  belonging  to  the  defendant,  de- 
scribed in  a  schedule  annexed  to  the  petition.  The  said  sher- 
iff gave  notice  that  he  would  expose  and  offer  said  property 
for  sale  on  the  26th  of  the  same  month,  and  would  dispose 
of  and  apply  the  proceeds  of  said  sale  in  satisfaction  of  said 
execution.    On  or  about  May  10, 1897,  the  defendant,  Henes, 
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made  a  voluBtary  assignment  of  all  his  property  for  the  ben- 
efit of  his  creditors  to  Semry  G.  8chr(mcJCy  who  is  still  acting 
as  such  assignee.  On  the  18th  of  the  same  month,  said  as- 
signee secured  an  order  in  his  own  behalf,  citing  the  plaint- 
iff  and  the  said  sheriff  to  show  cause  why  the  sheriff  should 
not  surrender  to  him,  as  such  assignee,  all  the  property  so 
seized  by  the  said  sheriff  as  aforesaid.  The  bank  opposed 
the  granting  of  said  order,  but  the  court  made  and  entered 
its  order  allowing  the  motion  of  said  assignee,  and  ordering 
and  directing  said  sheriff  to  surrender  and  turn  over  to  him 
all  of  said  property  so  seized  and  held  by  him  as  aforesaid. 
The  sheriff  surrendered  and  turned  over  to  the  assignee,  ac- 
cordingly, all  of  said  property,  but  against  the  objections  of 
the  bank;  whereupon  said  sheriff  returned  the  said  execu- 
tion unsatisfied,  and  postponed  the  sale  of  said  property  from 
time  to  time  after  the  26th  of  May,  1897,  without  the  consent 
of  the  said  bank.  On  June  26,  1897,  said  superior  court 
made  and  entered  its  order  authorizing  and  permitting  said 
assignee  to  sell  all  of  said  property,  and  to  hold  the  proceeds 
in  lieu  thereof.  This  order  was  made  against  the  objection 
of  the  bank,  and  thereafter,  at  divers  times  prior  to  and  in- 
cluding the  10th  of  August,  1897,  the  said  assignee  sold,  at 
public  and  private  sale,  and  in  different  parcels  and  amounts, 
all  of  said  property,  without  the  consent  or  approval  of  the 
bank,  and  realized  from  said  sale  the  sum  of  about  $5,800. 

Afterwards,  October  22, 1897,  the  supreme  court  reversed 
the  order  of  said  superior  court  made  and  entered  June  22d, 
and  directed  that  said  superior  court  cause  said  property  so 
levied  upon  and  seized  as  aforesaid,  or  its  proceeds,  to  be  re- 
stored by  the  said  assignee  to  said  sheriff,  to  be  disposed  of 
and  applied  in  satisfaction  of  said  execution.  [97  Wis.  250.] 
December  7, 1897,  the  superior  court  accordingly  made  and 
entered  its  order  herein,  directing  said  assignee  forthwith 
to  restore  or  turn  over  to  said  sheriff  all  and  singular  the 
property  theretofore  turned  over  by  said  sheriff  to  said  as- 
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signee,  or  the  proceeds  thereof,  the  same  to  be  disposed  of 
and  applied  by  said  sheriff  in  satisfaction  of  the  execution 
aforesaid,  in  accordance  with  said  order  of  the  supreme 
court.  December  23, 1897,  the  assignee  paid  over  to  said 
sheriff  the  sum  of  $3,770.63,  as  and  for  proceeds  of  the  sale 
of  said  property,  and  he  has  paid  to  the  said  bank,  petitioner, 
$2,751.08  on  account  of  the  proceeds  so  received  by  him. 

The  petition  of  the  plaintiff  bank  contained  charges  of 
negligence  against  the  said  assignee  for  the  improper  and 
negligent  handling  of  said  property,  whereby  the  petitioner 
had  been  damaged,  and  that  both  said  assignee  and  said 
sheriff  unnecessarily  expended  large  sums  of  money  for  rent, 
insurance,  labor,  and  care  in  keeping  the  said  property  sub- 
sequent  to  the  26th  day  of  May,  1897,  when  the  said  sheriff 
ought  to  have  sold  said  property  on  the  execution  sale.  It 
is  alleged  that  the  sheriff  and  assignee  both  claim  the  right 
to  deduct  and  retain,  and  have  deducted  and  retained,  from 
and  out  of  the  said  proceeds,  large  sums  as  and  for  their  ex- 
penses, and  also  for  their  alleged  services  in  caring  for  and 
selling  said  property  since  the  date  aforesaid,  without  the 
consent  and  against  the  objections  of  the  said  petitioner; 
that  the  value  of  said  property  at  the  time  it  was  levied 
upon,  on  the  26th  of  May,  1897,  and  when  said  assignee  re- 
ceived it  from  the  sheriff,  was  not  less  than  $15,000,  as  peti- 
tioner alleged;  that  it  had  demanded  of  the  assignee  that  he 
pay  the  said  sum  of  $15,000,  the  alleged  value  of  said  prop- 
erty, to  the  sheriff  to  be  applied  by  the  latter  in  satisfaction 
of  said  execution,  but  the  said  assignee  refused  so  to  do;  that 
no  part  of  said  judgment  had  been  paid  except  the  sum  of 
$850.37,  paid  thereon  May  5, 1897,  and  the  further  sum  of 
$555.48,  which  was  recovered  by  petitioner  by  garnishment 
on  the  execution  on  said  judgment.  The  petitioner  alleged 
that  it  was  justly  and  legally  entitled  to  the  sum  of  $15,000, 
less  the  necessary  and  legal  charges  of  the  said  sheriff  for 
the  care  and  keeping  of  said  property  and  for  his  services. 
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as  provided  by  law,  from  the  date  of  the  levy  aforesaid  to 
May  26, 1897,  and  that  the  said  sheriff  and  assignee  were 
liable  therefor. 

Said  petitioner  procured  an  order  in  the  action  requiring 
the  said  Henry  C.  Schromck  and  F.  G.  Isenring  to  appear  and 
answer  said  petition,  and  that  such  further  proceedings  be 
had  as  would  enable  the  court  to  determine  the  rights  and 
liabilities  of  this  petitioner  and  the  said  assignee  and  sheriff, 
and  for  such  other  and  further  relief,  etc.  Said  H&iii^  C 
Schrcmck^  assignee,  etc.,  and  said  Isenring,  demurred  to  said 
petition  of  the  said  bank;  and,  upon  argument,  said  demur- 
rers were  each  overruled,  without  costs,  with  leave  to  the 
respondents  therein  to  take  issue  by  answer  upon  that  part 
of  the  petition  which  charges  the  assignee  with  not  turning 
over  to  the  said  sheriff  the  property  theretofore  turned  over 
by  said  sheriff  to  said  assignee,  or  its  proceeds,  as  ordered  by 
the  court,  and  which  charges  the  said  sheriff  with  retaining 
too  large  a  sum  for  his  fees  and  expenses;  but  they  were  not 
required  to  answer  that  part  of  the  petition  which  claimed 
that  the  assignee  should  be  held  accountable  for  the  amount 
of  $15,000. 

The  said  Schromck  and  Henes  filed  an  answer,  admitting 
the  recovery  of  the  judgment,  the  issuing  of  the  execution 
thereon  to  the  said  sheriff,  and  the  levy  by  him  thereunder  j 
that  he  seized  all  the  personal  property  referred  to  in  the 
petition,  and  advertised  it  for  sale.  They  also  admitted  the 
execution  of  a  voluntary  assignment  by  Henes  to  Schranch; 
that  June  22d  the  superior  court  of  Milwaukee  made  and 
entered,  as  alleged  in  said  petition,  an  order  directing  the 
sheriff  to  surrender  and  turn  over  to  the  respondent  SchrancTc 
said  property,  and  that  said  sheriff  did  so  surrender  it,  and 
returned  said  execution  unsatisfied;  that  June  20, 1897,  said 
superior  court  made  and  entered  an  order  authorizing  and 
permitting  said  Schranck,  as  assignee,  to  sell  all  said  prop- 
erty, and  hold  the  proceeds  thereof  in  lieu  thereof;  and 
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that  thereafter,  and  at  divers  times  prior  to  and  including 
August  10, 1897,  he  sold  at  public  and  private  sale  all  of  said 
property,  and  realized  from  such  sale  the  sum  of  $5,824.61, — 
and  admitted  that  the  plaintiff  bank  did  not  consent  to  any 
of  said  proceedings  except  to  the  entry  of  judgment  and 
issuing  of  execution  thereunder,  but  objected  thereto.  They 
admitted  the  reversal  of  the  order  of  the  superior  court  by 
the  supreme  court,  October  22, 1897,  with  directions  that 
said  superior  court  cause  said  property  so  levied  upon  and 
seized,  or  its  proceeds,  to  be  restored  by  the  respondent  to 
said  sheriff;  and  also  admitted  the  making  of  the  order  of 
December  9th,  of  said  superior  court,  directing  the  respondent 
Schrcmck  to  restore  or  turn  over  to  said  sheriff  said  property, 
or  the  proceeds  thereof ;  and  alleged  that  said  respondent  paid 
to  said  sheriff  $3,770.63,  and  had  expended  money  for  coun- 
sel and  attorney's  fees  in  litigating  said  matters.  Said  re- 
spondent admitted  the  demand  upon  him  to  pay  to  the  sheriff 
$15,000,  and  that  he  refused  to  comply  therewith,  and  denied 
also  all  negligence  charged  in  the  handling  of  said  property, 
or  unnecessary  expenditure  for  rent,  insurance,  etc.,  and 
alleged  that  all  his  acts  and  doings  by  virtue  of  said  order 
and  disposing  of  said  property  were  done  and  performed 
with  perfect  good  faith,  and  in  a  careful  and  prudent  man- 
ner, and  that  in  all  such  acts  and  doings  he  exercised  the 
best  judgment  of  which  he  was  capable,  and  sold  and  dis- 
posed of  all  said  property  in  the  same  manner  as  he  would 
have  done  had  it  been  his  own,  and  obtained  the  best  price 
obtainable  for  the  whole  thereof. 

A  statement  of  his  receipts  and  disbursements  while  act- 
ing under  such  order  was  appended  to  the  answer,  from 
which  it  appeared  that  the  total  receipts  for  sales  of  said 
property  amounted  to  $5,908.56,  and  that  his  actual  neces- 
sary disbursements  in  and  about  said  sales,  including  $500 
charged  by  respondent  for  his  time  and  services,  which  he 
insisted  was  reasonable  and  proper,  amounted  to  the  sum  of 
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$2,137.93 ;  and,  after  deducting  snch  expenses  and  fees  from 
such  total  receipts,  there  was  a  balance  of  $3,770.63,  which 
he  had  paid  to  the  said  sheriff,  Isenring,  on  December  22, 
1897;  and  he  insisted  that,  before  the  service  of  said  peti- 
tion and  order  to  show  cause,  he  had  fully  and  in  all  respects 
complied  with  the  aforesaid  order  of  said  court. 

The  plaintiff  bank  demurred  to  the  answer  of  Schrcmck^  as 
assignee,  on  the  ground  that  it  did  not  state  facts  sufficient 
to  constitute  a  defense  to  the  petition.  The  court  made  an 
order  overruling  the  demurrer,  with  $10  costs,  from  which 
the  plaintiff,  the  Second  Wa/rd  SoAyvags  Ba/nk^  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Sowwrd  <6  MaUory^ 
and  oral  argument  by  Sa/nvuel  Soward. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Sylvester,  Scheiber 
<6  Orihy  and  oral  argument  by  Fred.  Scheiber. 

PiNNBT,  J.  The  superior  court  of  Milwaukee  county, — 
under  and  by  virtue  of  the  process  of  which  the  property  in 
question  was  seized, —  made  an  order,  pursuant  to  the  provis- 
ions of  ch.  334,  Laws  of  1897,  dissolving  the  execution  levy, 
and  directing  the  delivery  of  said  property  then  in  the  hands 
of  the  sheriff  to  Schrwnck^  who  was  the  assignee  of  the  de- 
fendant Henes  for  the  benefit  of  his  creditors.  This  order 
was  reversed  by  the  supreme  court  [97  Wis.  250],  and  the 
cause  was  remanded  to  the  superior  court,  with  directions 
to  cause  to  be  restored  to  the  sheriff  of  Milwaukee  county 
the  property,  or  its  proceeds,  turned  over  by  the  order  of 
that  court  to  Henry  0,  Schrcmck^  as  assignee  of  Louis  Henes, 
Jr.,  to  the  end  that  it  might  be  applied  in  satisfaction  of  the 
judgment  in  favor  of  the  Second  Wa/rd  Sewings  Bank  of 
Mihoa/uhee  against  said  Henes,  the  assignor.  In  obedience 
to  the  decision  of  the  supreme  court,  the  superior  court 
thereupon  made  an  order  directing  the  assignee  to  cause 
said  property  or  its  proceeds  to  be  so  restored  by  the  said 
assignee  to  the  said  sheriff,  and  applied  in  satisfaction  of  the 
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execution  under  which  the  sheriff  seized  it.  Under  and  pur- 
suant to  this  order,  the  said  property  was  sold,  and  its  pro- 
ceeds were  applied  as  thus  directed. 

It  is  contended  by  the  appellant  bank  that  the  assignee, 
Schranck^  was  a  wrongdoer,  and  that  he  converted  the  prop- 
erty to  his  own  use,  and  that  the  order  of  the  superior  court 
was  no  protection,  and  conferred  no  authority  for  said  sale 
of  the  property  and  such  disposition  of  its  proceeds.  The 
sheriff,  it  is  alleged,  surrendered  and  turned  over  the  said 
property  and  its  proceeds  to  the  said  assignee ;  and  on  the 
26th  of  June  the  superior  court  made  and  entered  its  order 
authorizing  and  permitting  the  assignee  to  sell  said  property, 
and  to  hold  the  proceeds  in  lieu  thereof.  The  assignee  sub- 
sequently restored  and  turned  over  to  the  said  sheriff  all  and 
singular  the  property  theretofore  turned  over  by  the  sheriff 
to  him,  and  the  proceeds  thereof,  and  it  was  accordingly 
sold  and  applied  as  stated  in  the  answer.  It  thus  appears 
that  the  property  in  question  was  sold,  and  its  proceeds  were 
properly  applied,  under  and  in  accordance  with  the  decision 
of  this  court  and  orders  made  in  accordance  therewith  by 
the  superior  court.  There  can  be  no  doubt  but  that  the  su- 
preme court,  on  said  appeal,  had  jurisdiction  of  the  parties, 
and  of  the  subject  matter  of  the  motion  to  direct  the  sheriff 
to  turn  over  the  property  he  had  taken  under  the  execution 
to  the  assignee,  and  to  direct  the  di^osition  thereof.  After 
reversing  the  order  of  the  superior  court,  it  remanded  the 
case  to  that  court,  with  directions  to  cause  to  be  restored 
to  the  sheriff  the  property  he  had  seized  upon  the  execution, 
and  which  had  been  turned  over  by  him  under  the  order  of 
that  court  to  the  assignee  of  Henes,  to  the  end  that  it  might 
be  applied  in  satisfaction  of  the  judgment  in  favor  of  the 
Second  Ward  Samngs  Bamk  against  said  Henes.  The  prop- 
erty was  thus  subjected  to  the  authority  and  jurisdiction  of 
this  court,  which  was  exercised  under  and  by  virtue  of  the 
aforesaid  orders  of  the  superior  court,  which  were,  in  sub- 
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stance  and  eflfect,  orders  of  the  supreme  court.  There  was 
therefore  no  lack  of  authority  or  jurisdiction  for  what  was 
done  under  said  orders,  and  there  was  no  irregularity  in  pro- 
curing any  of  the  orders  in  question.  The  orders  under  which 
the  sale  was  thus  made  and  the  money  so  applied  have  not 
been  reversed  or  set  aside,  but  are  still  valid,  subsisting  or- 
ders, and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  they  furnish  ample  pro- 
tection and  justification  to  the  parties  who  so  acted  under 
them,  Northwestern  Iron  Co.  v.  Land  c&  Rwer  Irrvp,  Co,  92 
Wis.  487;  T.  T.  Hay  dock  Carriage  Co.  v.  Pier,  78  Wis.  579. 

It  is  thus  shown  that  the  sheriff  and  assignee  were  not 
wrongdoers,  and  were  answerable  only  for  the  proper  net 
proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  property;  and  each  of  them  was 
entitled  to  proper  and  reasonable  compensation  for  his  serv- 
ices and  expenses  out  of  the  fund,  to  be  ascertained,  taxed, 
and  allowed  by  or  under  the  direction  of  the  court.  It  was 
not  competent  for  either  of  them  to  tax  and  determine  the 
amount  to  which  he  was  thus  entitled.  It  does  not  appear 
that  any  specific  objection  was  made  to  the  charges  for  such 
services  and  expenditures  in  the  superior  court,  or  any  show- 
ing whatever  on  the  subject.  These  matters  may  be  prop- 
erly examined  and  determined  under  the  issues  joined  upon 
the  plaintiff's  petition.  We  perceive  no  error  in  the  order 
overruling  the  demurrer  of  the  plaintiff  to  the  answer  of  the 
assignee  and  respondent  to  the  petition  of  the  plaintiff. 

By  the  Cowrt. —  The  order  appealed  from  is  affirmed. 


100   488 
flOl  307| 


UN) 

488 

m 

159 

m 

IBl 

100 

488 

109 

214 

109 

216 

109 

221 

488  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.        [100 

Benfarolar  Lead  &  Color  Works  y&  Union  Oil  &  Faint  Co,  and  another. 


Fbninsitlab  Lbad  &  OoLOB  WoBKs,  Bespondent,  vs.  XJkioh 
Oil  &  Faint  Oohpany  and  another,  Appellants. 

September  $^  September  20^  1898, 

CIcnetitutional  law:  Impairing  obligation  of  eontntcts:  Change  in  remf 

edy:  AttachmenL 

"L  A  statute  changing  the  remedy  so  as  to  impair  materially  the  Talue 
of  existing  oontraots  is  within  the  inhibition  of  sea  10,  art  I,  Const 
of  IJ.  S.,  providing  that  no  state  shall  pass  any  law  impairing  the 
obligation  of  oontract& 

2.  Thus,  sea  3,  ch«  884,  Laws  of  1897  (providing  that  whenever  the  prop- 
erty of  an  insolvent  debtor  is  attached  or  levied  upon  by  virtue  of 
any  process  in  favor  of  a  creditor,  such  debtor  may,  within  ten  days 
thereafter,  make  an  assignment  of  aU  his  property  for  the  equal 
benefit  of  aU  his  creditors  as  provided  by  law,  whereupon  all  such 
attachments,  levies,  eta,  shall  be  dissolved  and  the  property  attached 
or  levied  upon  shaU  be  turned  over  to  the  assignee),  is  void  so  fax 
as  it  attempts  to  take  away,  in  respect  to  debts  contracted  before 
its  enactment,  the  right  of  a  creditor  to  obtain,  by  attachment,  a 
preference  over  other  creditors.    Cassoday,  C.  J.,  dissents. 

Afpbal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwaukee 
county:  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

At  the  time  ch.  334,  Laws  of  1897,  went  into  effect,  de- 
fendant Union  OH  <&  Paint  Oompcmy  was  indebted  to  plaint- 
iff for  merchandise  sold  defendant  by  plaintiff  in  the  regular 
course  of  business.  Subsequently  suit  was  brought  to  re- 
cover such  indebtedness,  and  the  property  of  the  defendant 
was  duly  attached  to  satisfy  the  plaintiff's  claim.  Within 
ten  days  after  the  attachment,  the  defendant  made  and  per- 
fected an  assignment  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  and  there- 
after, pursuant  to  ch.  334  aforesaid,  moved  the  court  for  an 
order  vacating  the  attachment  in  consequence  of  the  mak- 
ing of  the  assignment.  The  motion  was  denied,  and  the 
petitioners  appealed. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  D.  S.  Hose  and 
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JBloodgood,  Kemper  <&  BloodgooAy  attorneys,  and  Jackson  B, 
Kemper^  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Jackson  B.  Kenir 
jper.  They  contended,  inter  aUay  that  many  changes  made 
in  existing  laws  which,  while  they  affect  the  remedy  yet 
leave  a  valid  and  subsisting  remedy,  have  been  held  valid, 
even  though  in  particular  instances  they  might  work  hard- 
ship, or  even  loss,  to  the  parties  holding  the  contract;  as  for 
instance,  statutes  relating  to  limitations  {Terry  v.  Anderson^ 
95  U.  S.  628),  or  statutes  increasing  the  time  to  answer  (Fbn 
Bavmbach  v.  Bade,  9  Wis.  560).  It  is  generally  held  that 
the  right  to  a  particular  remedy  is  not  a  vested  right  if  there 
is  a  substantial  remedy.  Oooley,  Const.  Lim.  (5th  ed.),  443 ; 
jPeople  ex  rd.  WitJierlee  v.  S'wpWs  of  Essex  Go.  70  N.  Y.  228 ; 
Comm.  ex  rd.  Springfidd  v.  GonvrrCrs  of  Highways,  6  Pick. 
501 ;  Templeton  v.  Home,  82  111.  491 ;  Frost  v.  Ilsley,  54  Me. 
345.  In  this  case  the  plaintiff  invoked  a  provisional  remedy 
which  has  not  yet  ripened  into  judgment,  and  consequently, 
until  that  has  been  done,  the  legislature  may  change  the 
remedy  or  take  it  away  altogether.  Freiberg  v.  Smger,  90 
Wis.  608;  Bigdow  v.  Pritchard,  21  Pick.  169;  Baldwin  v. 
Buzwdl,  52  Vt.  57;  Bavm  v.  Raphad,  57  Cal.  361.  The 
question  whether  the  denying  or  altering  of  a  remedy  im- 
pairs the  obligation  of  a  contract  is  one  of  reasonableness, 
of  which  the  legislature  is  primarily  the  Judge,  and  its  de- 
cision should  only  be  overruled  in  case  of  palpable  error. 
Antoni  v.  Oreenhow,  107  U.  S.  769;  McOahey  v.  Virgvnia, 
135  id.  662. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  MiUer,  Ifoyes, 
Miller  dh  Wahl,  and  oral  argument  by  Oeo.  P.  MiUer, 

Matmttat.t^  J.  When  the  contract  was  made  on  which 
the  writ  of  attachment  issued,  the  creditor  had  the  absolute 
right,  on  the  facts  set  forth  in  the  affidavit,  to  that  remedy 
to  secure  the  payment  of  the  indebtedness.  In  case  of  a  re- 
sort to  such  remedy  and  the  acquirement  of  a  lien  on  the 
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debtor's  property  thereby,  there  was  nothing  in  the  law  of 
assignments  for  the  benefit  of  creditors  whereby  the  cred- 
itor's right  of  preference  over  all  other  creditors  as  to  such 
property,  to  the  extent  of  the  attachment  lien,  could  be  taken 
away,  though  such  laws  had  all  the  elements  of  a  bankrupt 
law  even  to  the  absolute  discharge  of  all  debts  of  the  debtor 
on  his  conveying  his  property  not  exempt  from  attachment 
or  execution  for  the  benefit  of  his  creditors,  and  complying 
with  the  prescribed  procedure  in  such  cases.  All  assign- 
ments containing  preferences,  all  preferences  given  or  se- 
cured by  the  act  of  the  debtor  by  confession  of  judgment 
within  sixty  days  of  the  making  of  an  assignment,  or  by 
giving  security  upon  or  parting  with  his  property  in  any 
manner  whatever,  in  contemplation  of  insolvency  within 
such  time,  were  declared  void,  provided  the  person  benefited 
thereby  knew,  or  had  reasonable  cause  to  believe,  the  debtor 
to  be  insolvent.  There  was  still  left  to  creditors,  however, 
the  remedy  of  securing,  by  attachment  or  garnishment  pro- 
ceedings conducted  in  good  faith,  a  preference  over  other 
creditors  of  the  debtor,  which  could  not  be  disturbed  by  a 
subsequent  assignment. 

With  that  condition  of  things  existing,  ch.  334,  Laws  of 
1897,  was  passed  for  the  purpose  of  taking  away  the  oppor- 
tunity for  obtaining  a  preference  by  attachment,  which  pur- 
pose was  effectually  accomplished  as  to  all  contracts,  whether 
then  existing  or  subsequently  made,  if  it  is  valid  as  to  such 
prior  contracts.  It  provides  in  sec.  3,  that,  "  whenever  the 
property  of  an  insolvent  debtor  is  attached  or  levied  upon 
by  virtue  of  any  process  in  favor  of  a  creditor,  or  a  garnish- 
ment is  made  against  such  a  debtor,  such  debtor  may,  within 
ten  days  thereafter,  make  an  assignment  of  all  his  prc^rty 
and  estate  not  exempt  by  law,  for  the  equal  benefit  of  all 
his  creditors  as  provided  by  law,  whereupon  all  such  attach- 
ments, levies,  garnishments,  or  other  process  shall  be  dis- 
solved and  the  property  attached  or  levied  upon  shall  be 
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turned  over  to  such  assignee  or  receiver."  Prior  to  that  en- 
actment, no  assignment  could  in  any  way  defeat  a  debtor^s 
prior  attachment.  The  act  not  only  took  away  the  remedy 
by  attachment,  but  left  none  whatever  to  the  creditor  for 
the  collection  of  his  claim  except  that  of  participating  in 
the  assignment  proceedings  and  taking  his  distributive  share 
of  the  debtor's  property  equally  with  all  other  creditors  in 
proportion  to  their  respective  claims,  in  full  settlement  and 
discharge  thereof.  The  proceedings  in  this  case  raise  the 
single  question  of  whether  the  act  referred  to,- so  far  as  it 
attempts  to  take  from  creditors  rights  existing  when  it  took 
effect,  is  void  because  prohibited  by  sec.  10  of  art.  I  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  which  provides  that  "no 
state  shall  .  .  .  pass  any  law  impairing  the  obligation 
of  contracts." 

The  case  is  ruled  by  Second  Ward  Sav.  Bank  v,  Schranch^ 
97  Wis.  250.  The  law  governing  the  subject  was  there  so 
fully  discussed  and  clearly  declared  in  the  exhaustive  opin- 
ion written  by  Mr.  Justice  Pinney,  that  little  if  anything 
can  be  added  to  it  or  said  without  danger  of  repeating  in 
substance  what  was  there  said.  The  decision  of  the  court, 
as  stated  in  unmistakable  language,  was  that  a  statute  af- 
fecting the  relations  between  debtor  and  creditor  as  to  exist- 
ing contracts,  so  as  to  impair  materially  their  value  by  act- 
ing on  the  remedy  alone,  in  effect  substantially  impairs  the 
obligations  of  such  contracts  and  is  void  on  that  account  the 
same  as  though  such  legislation  acted  directly  on  the  con- 
tracts themselves.  That  was  but  reiterating  what  has  been 
said  by  this  court  frequently  before,  and  by  the  highest 
court  in  the  land,  whose  judgments  as  to  the  meaning  of 
the  federal  constitution  are  binding  on  this  and  all  courts. 

The  question  really  seems  hardly  open  to  discussion  at  all 
at  this  late  day.  Courts  can  draw  no  distinction  between 
the  right  and  the  remedy  where  the  latter  affects  materially 
the  value  of  the  contract  obligation,  and  say  the  former  is, 
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and  the  latter  not,  within  the  scope  of  the  constitutional 
inhibition  upon  the  states.  The  debates  in  the  constitutional 
convention  shoV  most  clearly  that  legislative  interference 
with  the  rights  of  creditors  by  operating  upon  the  remedy 
for  the  enforcement  of  contracts  by  means  of  exemption 
laws,  stay  laws,  unreasonable  limitation  laws,  laws  bearing 
on  the  value  of  the  medium  of  payment,  tender  laws,  and 
other  like  ways,  were  the  very  mischiefs  which  it  was  in- 
tended to  prevent  under  the  new  order  of  things,  by  confer- 
ring upon  the  general  government  exclusive  power  to  coin 
money  and  fix  the  value  thereof,  and  by  prohibiting  the  states 
from  issuing  paper  money  or  making  anything  but  gold  and 
silver  a  tender  in  the  payment  of  debts,  or  making  any  law 
impairing  the  obligation  of  contracts.  Mr.  Madison,  reply- 
ing to  objections  to  the  latter  prohibition,  in  that  it  would 
prevent  legislation  as  to  remedies  to  recover  debts,  and  to 
observations  that  circumstances  might  arise  rendering  such 
interferences  proper  and  essential,  said,  in  substance,  that 
the  inconvenience  would  be  overbalanced  by  the  utility  of 
it,  and  that,  without  an  absolute  prohibition,  evasions  might 
and  would  be  devised  by  the  ingenuity  of  legislatures.  The 
truth  of  that  observation,  and  the  wisdom  of  adopting  a 
safeguard  against  the  dangers  it  pointed  out,  are  evidenced 
by  the  repeated  attempts  to  overcome  such  safeguard,  some 
of  which  attempts,  it  may  be  claimed  with  reason,  have 
successfully  passed  the  scrutiny  of  the  court  which  is  the 
special  guardian  of  the  constitution;  but  no  attempt  such 
as  the  one  under  consideration,  it  is  believed,  has  been  suc- 
cessful, though  it  was  early  insisted  that  a  law  acting  merely 
upon  the  remedy  was  not  within  the  constitutional  prohibi- 
tion. 

In  Cfreen  v.  Biddle,  8  Wheat.  1,  it  was  insisted  that  the  law 
there  considered  was  valid  because  it  acted  merely  upon  the 
remedy,  not  upon  the  right,  and  in  deciding  the  point  the 
court  said :  ^^  It  is  no  answer  to  the  law  to  say  it  is  a  regula- 
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tion  of  the  remedy,  not  the  right.  If  the  act  so  changes  the 
nature  and  extent  of  existing  remedies  as  to  materially  im- 
pair the  right,  it  is  just  as  much  a  violation  of  the  contract 
as  if  it  directly  overturned  the  right."  That  language  was 
approved  in  Bronson  v.  Kmzie,  1  How.  311,  the  court  speak- 
ing by  Chief  Justice  Tanby  to  the  effect  that  it  is  manifest 
that  the  obligations  of  contracts  and  the  rights  of  parties 
under  them  may  be  effectually  destroyed  by  acting  on  the 
remedy,  and  that  no  one  can  rightfully  claim  any  difference 
in  the  result  between  retrospective  laws  declaring  contracts 
void,  and  such  laws  so  affecting  the  remedy  for  their  enforce- 
ment as  to  materially  impair  their  value.  In  Ov,rm  v.  Barry ^ 
15  Wall.  610,  the  question  of  whether  an  act  changing  the 
law  in  relation  to  exemptions  from  execution  injuriously  to 
creditors,  was  invalid  as  to  existing  debts,  was  presented  and 
the  decision  was  in  the  affirmative,  Mr.  Justice  Swatne,  who 
delivered  the  opinion,  saying:  "The  legal  remedies  for  the 
enforcement  of  a  contract,  which  belong  to  it  at  the  time  and 
place  where  it  is  made,  are  a  part  of  its  obligation.  A  state 
may  change  them,  provided  the  change  involves  no  impair- 
ment of  a  substantial  right.  If  the  provision  of  the  con- 
stitution or  the  legislative  act  of  a  state  fall  within  the 
category  last  mentioned,  they  are  to  that  extent  utterly  void. 
They  are,  for  all  the  purposes  of  the  contract  which  they 
impair,  as  if  they  had  never  existed."  In  Edwards  v.  Kear- 
zey^  96  TJ.  S.  595,  the  validity  of  a  law  increasing  the  amount 
of  property  exempt  from  execution,  as  to  then  existing  con- 
tract obligations,  was  the  point  at  issue,  and  in  support  of 
the  law  it  was  argued  that  remedies  existing  when  the  con- 
tract is  made  do  not  become  a  part  of  its  obligations,  there- 
fore a  change  in  that  regard  does  not  deny  the  creditor's 
rights,  but  merely  regulates  the  manner  of  enforcing  them. 
To  that  contention  the  court,  by  Mr.  Justice  Swatne,  an- 
swered that  the  obligations  of  a  contract  include  everything 
within  its  obligatory  scope,  and  among  such  elements  noth- 
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ing  is  more  important  than  the  means  of  enforcement;  they 
are  the  breath  of  its  vital  existence,  without  which  the  con- 
tract, as  such,  in  the  view  of  the  law,  ceases  to  be ;  rights  and 
remedies  are  so  inseparably  connected  that  neither  can  exist 
without  the  other.  All  laws  which  subsist  when  the  con- 
tract is  made  enter  into  it  and  form  a  part  of  it  as  if  they 
were  expressly  incorporated  in  its  terms.  Such  rule  com- 
prises those  that  affect  its  validity,  construction,  and  dis- 
charge, and  its  enforcement  as  well,  and  one  of  the  tests  of 
whether  a  contract  has  been  impaired  by  legislation  is  that 
its  value  has  been  by  that  means  diminished;  for  it  is  not,  by 
the  constitution,  to  be  impaired  at  all  in  any  manner  or  for 
any  cause. 

Applying  the  foregoing  to  the  situation  presented  by  this 
case,  there  can  be  but  one  answer  to  the  legal  issue  before 
us.  ^ot  that  remedies  cannot  be  changed  at  all,  but  that 
they  cannot  be  changed  at  all  so  as  to  affect  materially  the 
value  of  existing  contract  obligations.  Certainly,  if  a  law 
changing  the  legal  exemptions  of  property  from  the  pay- 
ment of  debts  comes  within  that  rule,  a  law  placing  all  the 
property  of  the  debtor  beyond  the  right  of  adversary  pro- 
ceedings for  the  collection  of  debts,  leaving  only  the  rem- 
edy of  taking  a  distributive  share  in  insolvency  proceedings, 
however  small,  in  full  discharge  of  the  indebtedness,  must 
be  within  the  rule.  As  well  said  by  District  Judge  Seaman 
of  the  United  States  circuit  court  for  the  Eastern  district 
of  Wisconsin,  in  Heath  ds  MiUigcm  Mfg.  Go.  v.  Union  O.  & 
P.  Go..,  recently  decided  and  reported  in  83  Fed.  Eep.  770, 
involving  the  same  question:  "We  cannot  entwtain  any 
reasonable  doubt  that  the  inhibition  applies  in  this  case." 
When  the  contract  was  made  it  became  a  valuable  part  of 
it  that  if  the  debt  were  fraudulently  contracted  the  creditor 
might  secure  his  claim  by  attaching  the  debtor's  property. 
The  contingency  arose.  The  valuable  remedy,  without  which, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  value  of  the  contract  was  ma- 
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terially  lessened  if  not  wholly  destroyed,  was  resorted  to, 
and  then  the  creditor  was  confronted  with  the  fact  that  ia 
the  meantime  the  legislature  had  attempted  to  empower  the 
debtor  to  destroy  that  remedy,  leaving  the  creditor  no  way 
of  eflfectually  securing  his  claim. 

A  specific  reference  to  authorities  on  the  subject  discussed 
would  not  be  at  all  complete  without  the  following:  Louisi- 
ana V.  New  Orlecms^  102  U.  S.  203 ;  Denny  v.  Bennett,  128 
U.  S.  489;  Bamitz  v,  Beverly^  163  U.  S.  118;  Sloam^e  v.  Chin- 
iquy,  22  Fed.  Kep.  213;  SeibeH  v.  Lewis,  122  U.  S.  284; 
ShapUigh  v.  San  Angelo,  167  U.  S.  646.  In  the  last  case 
cited  it  was  held  that  the  owner  of  an  obligiition  for  the 
payment  of  money  is  entitled  not  merely  to  the  contract  of 
payment  expressed  therein,  but  to  the  remetlies  existing 
when  the  contract  was  made,  by  implication  of  law.  To- 
the  same  effect,  said  Mr.  Justice  Field  in  Jj)uisiana  v.  New 
Orlecms,  supra,  the  obligation  of  a  contract  in  a  constitu- 
tional sense  is  the  means  provided  for  its  enforcement;  that 
which  lessens  such  means  impairs  the  obligation.  And  again, 
said  Mr.  Justice  Miller  in  Shane  v.  Oldniqny,  s^ipra,  as  re- 
gards previously  existing  debts,  a  law  which  takes  away  the 
right  of  a  creditor  to  attach  the  property  of  his  debtor,  as 
such  law  existed  at  the  time  the  debt  was  contracted,  is 
void. 

True,  as  often  suggested  in  support  of  retrospective  laws 
that  aflFect  contract  obligations  by  acting  merely  upon  the 
remedy,  laws  abolishing  imprisonment  for  debt  and  chang- 
ing the  statutory  period  for  the  commencement  of  actions 
to  enforce  contract  obligations  have  been  sustained ;  but  as 
to  the  former  they  were  sustained  because  imprisonment 
for  debt  was  not,  strictly  so  called,  a  remedy  for  the  col- 
lection of  debts,  but  a  punishment, —  as  regards  the  mere 
collection  of  debts  the  very  opposite  of  a  remedy;  and  as 
to  laws  changing  the  statutory  period  of  limitation  upon 
the  enforcement  of  contracts,  they  have  only  been  sustained 
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when  the  change  left  ample  opportunity  for  such  enforce- 
ment, so  as  not  to  materially  impair  the  value  of  pre-existing 
contracts.    Edwards  v.  Kea/rzey^  96  U.  S.  595. 

The  conclusion  reached  here  has  been  the  settled  law  of 
this  court  since  first  the  question  was  presented  to  it  for  de- 
termination. Going  back  to  the  able  opinion  of  Chief  Jus- 
tice Dixon  in  Yon  Baumbdch  v.  Bade^  9  Wis.  559,  we  find 
the  court  quoting  and  following  closely  Brcmson  v.  -ffmsie, 
1  How.  311,  to  the  effect  that  a  contract  includes,  by  impli- 
cation, the  law  for  its  enforcement  as  the  same  existed  at  its 
inception,  and  any  change  materially  impairing  the  rights 
or  interests  of  the  parties,  so  it  may  be  said  the  contract 
obligation  is  impaired,  is  within  the  constitutional  inhibi- 
tion and  void. 

True,  as  contended  by  counsel  for  appellants,  there  is  lan- 
guage in  Freiberg  v.  Smger^  90  Wis.  608,  which,  when  read 
apart  from  the  questions  there  raised  and  decided,  appears 
to  be  in  conflict  with  earlier  oases  in  this  court  and  the  law 
as  here  stated,  but  it  must  be  remembered  that  nothing  is 
deemed  decided  in  any  case,  for  the  purposes  of  future  cases, 
but  the  questions  upon  which  the  decision  turns.  A  validat- 
ing act  had  been  passed  affecting  assignments  for  the  benefit 
of  creditors  after  a  garnishee  creditor  had  obtained  a  lien  on 
the  property  of  his  debtor  by  garnishee  proceedings.  After 
such  act  went  into  effect,  the  trial  court  held  that  the  as- 
signment related  back  to  the  attempted  making  of  it,  and 
dismissed  the  garnishee  proceedings.  The  question  raised 
on  that  situation  was  whether  the  act  was  retroactive  and, 
if  so,  whether  it  was  void  as  an  exercise  of  judicial  power. 
As  to  whether  it  was  within  the  condemnation  of  the  con- 
stitutional inhibition  against  state  legislation  impairing  the 
•obligation  of  contracts  was  not  suggested  in  the  briefs  of 
counsel  or  on  the  oral  argument,  or  considered  by  the  court. 
If  it  had  been,  whether  the  decision  of  the  case  would  have 
been  the  same  may  be  left,  for  the  present  at  least,,  to  be  as- 
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sumed  from  the  reasoning  of  this  opinion  and  others  in 
this  court  to  which  we  have  referred.  The  language  of  Mr. 
Justice  PiNNEY,  to  the  effect  that  the  remedy  was  given  by 
statute  and  until  the  action  had  proceeded  to  judgment  the 
legislature  might  change  it  or  take  away  the  right  of  action 
altogether,  was  an  answer  solely  to  the  claim  that  such  legis- 
lation was  an  attempt  to  exercise  judicial  power,  not  by  any 
means  a  declaration  that  the  legislature  may  act  at  will  be- 
fore judgment  on  the  remedy  for  the  enforcement  of  con- 
tract obligations,  regardless  of  whether  it  impairs  such  obli- 
gations. 

By  the  Court. — The  order  is  aflirmed. 

Cassodat,  0.  J.  The  decision  of  this  case  appears  to  be 
within  the  scope  of  the  opinion  filed  on  behalf  of  the  major- 
ity of  the  court  in  Second  Wa/rd  Sam.  Bank  v.  Schranch^  97 
TVis.  250-268.  I  filed  a  dissenting  opinion  in  that  case. 
For  the  reasons  given  in  that  opinion  I  am  compelled  to  dis- 
sent in  this  case.  To  my  mind,  the  obligations  of  the  con- 
tract were  not  impaired  by  the  mere  modification  of  the 
statutory  remedy  so  far  as  to  dissolve  the  attachment  if 
made  within  ten  days  prior  to  the  debtor's  assignment  for 
the  benefit  of  his  creditors.  In  fact,  it  is  less  objectionable 
in  that  respect  than  it  was  to  absolutely  abolish  the  remedy 
by  imprisonment  for  debt,  which  existed  before  the  federal 
constitution  was  adopted.  As  this  case  turns  upon  a  ques- 
tion which  can  only  be  authoritatively  decided  by  the  su- 
preme court  of  the  United  States,  I  do  not  feel  bound  by  the 
former  decision  mentioned. 
Vol.  100—83 
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106  *fl6l        Shoees  Lumbek  Company  Respondent,  vs.  Stabke  and  an- 

other,  Executors,  Appellants. 

September  S — September  SO,  1898, 

(1)  Review  on  appeal  (2,  8)  Contracts:  Pleading:  Alternative  daims 
(X8  to  damages:  Election:  Failure  to  furnish  vessel:  Measure  of 
damages. 

Is  In  the  absence  of  a  motion  for  a  new  trial  the  supreme  cx)urt  cannot 
review  the  evidence  to  determine  whether  it  supports  the  verdict 

2L  In  an  action  for  breach  of  a  contract  by  which  plaintiff  had  char- 
tered for  an  entire  season  a  steam  barge  on  the  Great  Lakes,  the 
complaint  is  held  to  state  but  one  cause  of  action  although  it  claims 
damages  both  on  the  theory  of  an  advance  in  the  freight  rates 
which  plaintiff  was  compelled  to  pay  and  on  the  theory  of  a  fall  in 
the  price  of  the  commodity  which  should  have  been,  but  was  not, 
transported  to  market  during  that  season;  and  it  was  not  error  to 
refuse  to  require  plaintiff  to  elect  between  such  claims,  where  a 
recovery  was  finally  allowed  upon  the  latter  theory  only,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  facts  found  in  a  special  verdict. 

8.  It  appearing  in  such  action  that  the  plaintiff  used  reasonable  dili- 
gence to  secure  other  means  of  transportation,  and  was  unable  to 
do  so;  that  the  lumber  designed  for  transportation  had  no  market 
price  at  the  point  of  shipment,  and  could  not  be  sold  there;  and 
that  the  plaintiff  transported  the  same  to  market  at  as  early  a  date 
as  po&sible  the  next  season,  and  was  compelled  to  sell  it  at  a  less 
price  than  the  market  price  when  the  same  should  have  been  de- 
livered under  the  contract,  he  was  properly  allowed  to  recover  as 
damages  the  difference  between  the  market  price  at  the  place  of 
sale  when  the  lumber  ought  to  have  been  carried  under  the  con- 
tract, and  the  market  price  when  it  could  be  carried  and  sold  the 
following  season;  also  the  cost  of  insurance,  and  the  value  of  the 
use  of  the  proceeds  of  the  lumber  that  could  have  been  carried, 
from  the  close  of  navigation  until  it  could  be  carried  and  marketed 
the  following  season. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwaukee 
county:  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

On  January  4, 1892,  plaintiff  made  a  contract  with  defend- 
ants' decedent,  Conrad  Starke,  by  which  the  plaintiff  char- 
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tered  Starke's  steam  barge  for  the  entire  season  of  1892  to 
carry  lumber  from  Ashland  to  Chicago  and  other  lake  ports 
at  the  "  going  rate  "  for  freights ;  said  barge  to  be  ready  to 
sail  at  the  opening  of  navigation.  Through  some  delay  by 
the  builders,  the  barge  did  not  go  into  commission  until  about 
August  27,  1892,  at  which  time  it  was  placed  at  plaintiff's 
service,  and  continued  carrying  lumber  until  the  season 
closed.  The  plaintiff  brought  this  action,  setting  up  the 
contract,  and  alleging  that  Starke  failed  to  carry  about 
7,000,000  feet  of  lumber,  which  he  could  have  carried  had 
the  barge  been  in  readiness  at  the  opening  of  the  season, 
and  that  the  rates  advanced  later  in  the  fall,  and  that  by 
reason  of  sach  failure  it  was  compelled  to  pay  excessive 
freight  rates  to  the  amount  of  $7,000.  As  another  ground 
of  damages  the  plaintiff  alleged  that,  by  reason  of  the  prom- 
ises of  Starke  that  the  boat  would  be  forthcoming,  it  kept  a 
large  quantity  of  lumber  on  its  docks  ready  for  shipment, 
which  it  was  compelled  to  carry  over  the  winter  and  was 
unable  to  sell,  and  was  then  deprived  of  the  use  of  the  money, 
and  was  compelled  to  pay  taxes,  interest,  and  insurance,  and 
that  when  the  same  was  marketed  in  the  spring  the  price  of 
lumber  had  fallen,  and  it  lost  about  $1  per  1,000  feet  on  the 
average. 

The  defendants  admitted  the  contract,  and  set  up  by  way 
of  counterclaim  a  claim  for  damages  for  unnecessarily  delay- 
ing the  barge,  to  the  amount  of  $2,000.  Starke  died,  and 
the  action  was  revived  against  his  executors. 

On  the  trial  a  special  verdict  was  rendered,  in  which  the 
jury  found,  among  other  things,  that  plaintiff's  loss  by  rea- 
son of  the  rise  in  price  of  freights  during  the  residue  of  the 
season  of  navigation  was  $2,400;  that  plaintiff's  damages  for 
the  fall  of  prices  in  lumber  which  should  have  been  carried 
was  $5,280,  and  for  insurance  $560;  that  its  loss  of  the  use 
of  proceeds  of  the  same  was  $1,()90;  that  plaintiff  was  dili- 
gent in  attempting  to  secure  vessels  to  transport  the  lumber. 
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Upon  the  counterclaim  the  jury  allowed  $600  for  delaying 
the  barge.  Both  parties  moved  for  judgment  on  the  verdict, 
and  the  court  permitted  plaintiflf  to  take  judgment  for  fall  in 
price  of  lumber,  $5,280,  cost  of  insurance,  $560,  and  use  of 
proceeds  of  lumber,  $1,690,  less  the  amount  of  defendants' 
damages  as  above  stated.  No  motion  for  a  new  trial  was 
made.  The  defendants  appeal  from  the  judgment  as  above 
stated. 

M,  C.  KraiLse^  for  the  appellants,  contended,  inter  aliay 
that  plaintiff  is  not  entitled  to  any  such  special  damages  as 
are  claimed  and  proven  in  this  case.  At  the  time  of  the 
making  of  this  contract  no  such  special  damages  were  in 
the  contemplation  of  either  party,  or  were  likely  to  result 
as  a  breach  thereof.  Both  the  complaint  and  the  evidence 
are  silent  as  to  any  notice  from  the  plaintiff  to  the  defend- 
ant, at  the  time  of  the  making  of  the  contract,  of  the  facts 
upon  which  such  damages  are  based  so  as  to  charge  the  de- 
fendant with  notice  or  knowledge  thereof.  HiU  v.  Chipmariy 
59  Wis.  211 ;  Cockhum  v.  Ashland  L,  Co,  54  id,  619 ;  Poposkey 
<o,  Munkwitz,  68  id.  322;  Harvey  v,  G,  &  P.  R,  R.  Co.  124 
Mass.  421;  Buffalo  Barb  Wire  Co.  v.  Phillips,  64  Wis.  338; 
Bradley  v.  C,  M.  cfe  St.  P.  JR.  Co.  94  id.  44 ;  Guetzkow  Bros. 
Co.  V.  A.  H.  Andrews  &  Co.  92  id.  214.  If  the  breach  of  this 
contract  had  occurred  at  or  near  the  close  of  navigation  in- 
stead of  the  opening  of  navigation,  a  different  result  might 
be  claimed,  because  then  the  defendant  might  reasonably 
expect  that  it  would  be  a  physical  impossibility  to  obtain  anj'^ 
other  conveyance.  Under  the  surrounding  circumstances  of 
this  contract  the  only  resulting  damage  to  the  plaintiff  was 
the  difference  in  the  cost  of  transportation.  Oakes  v.  Rich- 
ardson,  2  Lowell,  173,  and  cases  cited;  The  Oregon^  55  Fed. 
Kep.  676;  Higgvnson  v.  Weld,  14  Gray,  165;  Ogden  v.  Mar- 
shall, 8  N.  T.  340.  If  the  plaintiff  can  recover  for  loss  of 
profits  on  the  lumber  which  should  have  been  carried,  the 
measure  of  damages  is  the  difference  between  the  market 
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price  at  the  port  of  delivery  and  the  value  at  the  port  of 
shipment,  with  cost  of  transportation  added,  at  the  time  of 
the  breach.  Ward '«  C.  db  P.  Z.  Co.  v.  Elkina^  34  Mich.  439 ; 
Bracket  v.  McNair^  14  Johns.  170;  O* Conner  v.  Forater^  10 
Watts,  418;  McGovem  v.  Lewis,  56  Pa.  St.  231;  Fox  v.  Hay- 
wa/rd^  4  Brewster,  32;  Forsyth  v.  Palmer,  14  Pa.  St.  96; 
Bridgman  v.  The  Emily,  18  Iowa,  509 ;  Galena  <&  C.  U.  B. 
Co.  V.  Bae,  18  111.  488 ;  Sangam/m  <&  M.  B.  Co.  v.  Henry,  14 
id.  156;  Iforth  Transp.  Co.  v.  McCUry,  66  id.  237;  3  Suth. 
Dam.  (2d  ed.),  §  899;  Hale,  Dam.'§§  102, 103;  Harvey  v.  C. 
<&  P.  B.  B.  Co.  124  Mass.  421 ;  Cowley  v.  Davidson,  13  Minn. 
92.  Any  doctrine,  fixing  a  valuation  upon  the  goods  at  the 
time  of  actual  delivery  at  the  port  of  destination,  has  been  ap- 
plied only  where  the  goods  have  been  actually  taken  into  pos- 
session by  the  carrier,  and  through  misfeasance  or  negligence 
the  goods  were  delayed  upon  the  voyage.  The  Oregon,  65  Fed. 
Rep.  676;  Ward  v.  N.  T.  C.  B.  Co.  47  K  Y.  29;  Peet  v.  C. 
(&  If.  W.  B.  Co.  20  Wis.  594.  If  there  was  no  market  price 
for  the  lumber  at  Ashland  it  was  the  duty  of  the  plaintiflf 
to  show  what  it  was  actually  worth  on  their  dock  at  that 
place.  Masterton  v.  Brooklyn,  7  Hill,  61 ;  Todd  v.  Gairible, 
148  K  Y.  382;  UiU  v.  Chijpmwn,  59  Wis.  214;  1  Suth.  Dam. 
(2d  ed.),  §  445. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Hoyt  <&  Olwdl, 
attorneys,  and  C.  E.  Kremer,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument 
by  F.  M.  Hoyt. 

Bardeen,  J.  There  having  been  no  motion  for  a  new 
trial,  this  court  cannot  properly  review  the  evidence  to  de- 
termine whether  it  does  or  does  not  support  the  verdict. 
"  The  verdict  must  be  taken  as  sustained  by  the  evidence,  and 
the  only  questions  to  be  inquired  into  upon  an  appeal  from 
the  judgment  are  the  errors,  if  any,  arising  upon  the  trial  in 
the  admission  or  rejection  of  evidence,  in  the  instruction  of 
the  court  to  the  jury,  or  otherwise  in  the  conduct  of  the 
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trial."  Anstedt  v.  BenUey^  61  "Wis.  629;  Reed  v.  Madison^ 
85  Wis.  667.  For  this  reason,  as  to  such  alleged  errors  as 
require  an  examination  of  the  evidence,  beyond  the  rules 
above  stated,  the  defendants  must  be  deemed  to  be  foreclosed. 

It  is  claimed  that  the  court  ought  to  have  compelled  the 
plaintiff  to  elect  upon  which  cause  of  action  stated  in  the 
complaint  it  would  stand.  This  objection  presupposes  that 
two  causes  of  action  are  therein  stated.  This  is  not  so. 
Only  one  cause  of  action  is  stated,  and  that  is  for  damages 
for  breach  of  the  charter  contract.  The  complaint  does, 
however,  state  two  theories  as  to  the  measure  of  damages, 
depending  upon  how  the  jury  shall  find  the  facts.  My  per- 
sonal opinion  is  that  these  two  theories  are  inconsistent,  but 
the  majority  of  the  court  think  otherwise,  and  the  case 
"must  be  disposed  of  in  deference  to  that  ruling.  The  court 
allowed  testimony  to  be  offered,  and  required  the  jury  to 
find,  upon  both  theories,  and,  upon  the  application  for  judg- 
ment, denied  relief  as  to  the  one.  One  theory  was  based 
upon  rise  in  freight  rates,  and  the  other  upon  depreciation 
in  price  of  lumber,  etc.  The  jury  found  on  both,  but  the 
court  ruled  that  the  plaintiff  was  only  entitled  to  relief  upon 
the  latter.  This  ruling  is  held  to  be  proper,  in  view  of  the 
facts  found  in  the  special  verdict. 

It  is  further  urged  that  the  court  erred  in  denying  defend- 
ants' motion  for  a  nonsuit.  A  sufficient  answer  to  this  con- 
tention is  that  a  breach  of  the  charter  contract  was  admitted, 
and  on  any  theory  of  the  case  it  should  have  been  submitted 
to  the  jury.  But  it  is  said  that  the  plaintiff  has  not  sub- 
jnitted  any  proof  as  to  the  proper  measure  of  damages,  and 
therefore  the  court  should  have  given  judgment  for  defend- 
ants, deducting  only  nominal  damages  for  plaintiff  from  the 
amount  found  due  on  the  counterclaim.  The  damage  al- 
lowed was  the  difference  in  the  market  price  of  the  lumber 
at  Chicago  during  the  time  lumber  ought  to  have  been  car- 
ried under  the  contract,  and  the  price  when  it  could  be 
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carried  and  sold  the  following  season;  also  the  cost  of  insur- 
ance, and  the  value  of  the  use  of  the  proceeds  of  the  lumber 
that  could  have  been  carried,  from  the  close  of  navigation  in 
1892  until  it  could  be  carried  and  marketed  in  1893.  Under 
the  contract  in  suit,  when  it  became  evident  that  Starke  was 
not  going  to  get  his  vessel  around  in  season  to  carry  the 
lumber,  it  was  plainly  plaintiff's  duty  to  use  reasonable  dili- 
gence to  secure  other  carriers,  and  thus  prevent  loss.  Brad- 
ley  V.  DentoTiy  3  Wis.  657;  Pqposkey  v.  Munkwitz,  68  "Wis. 
322.  The  jury  found  that  plaintiff  used  reasonable  efforts 
in  that  respect,  and  the  evidence  shows  that  other  vessels 
could  not  be  secured. 

If  the  plaintiff  had  secured  other  barges,  and  had  been 
compelled  to  pay  increased  freight  rates,  then  the  true  meas- 
ure of  damages  would  have  been  the  difference  between  the 
contract  price  and  the  price  the  company  was  obliged  to 
pay.  27ie  Oregon,  6  U.  S.  App.  581,  55  Fed.  Kep.  666.  It 
must  be  accepted  as  a  verity  that  plaintiff  could  not  secure 
other  vessels  to  transport  the  lumber,  and  hence  the  rule  of 
damages  above  stated  does  not  apply.  There  were  no  other 
means  of  shipment,  except  by  rail,  and  whether  it  would 
have  been  feasible  to  adopt  this  means  of  transportation 
does  not  appear  in  the  case.  In  Ward^s  C.  i&  P.  L.  Co.  v. 
JElkins^  34  Mich.  440,  there  was  a  failure  by  defendant  to 
carry  some  cargoes  of  salt.  Plaintiff  was  unable  to  secure 
other  lake  transportation,  because  of  the  close  of  navigation. 
He  then  shipped  it  by  rail,  in  small  lots,  and  sought  to  charge 
the  defendant  with  the  difference  in  rates.  Kecovery  was 
denied  because  the  means  adopted  to  carry  the  salt  were 
unreasonably  expensive  and  excessive,  and  it  was  held  that 
the  measure  of  damages  was  the  difference  between  the 
market  value  of  the  salt  at  Chicago  and  Bay  City,  less  the 
amount  of  freight  fixed  by  the  contract. 

Bracket  v.  McNair^  14  Johns.  170;  G^ Conner  'o,  FovBter, 
10  Watts,  418,  and  many  if  not  all  of  the  cases  cited  by  do* 
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fend  ants  to  sustain  the  measure  of  damages  above  stated, 
are  cases  where  the  shipper  had  not  attempted  to  secure 
other  means  of  transportation,  and  where  the  commodity  in 
question  had  a  market  value,  both  at  the  point  of  shipment 
and  at  the  port  of  destination,  at  the  time  of  the  breach. 
This  might  afford  an  easy  and  ready  means  of  ascertaining 
the  exact  injury  sustained.  But  here  the  circumstances  are 
quite  different.  The  testimony  is  undisputed  that  Starke  was 
urged  to  hurry  with  his  boat,  and,  if  his  boat  was  not  ready, 
to  send  other  vessels ;  that  they  were  short  in  shipments, 
and  must  have  more  boats.  It  is  also  in  proof  that  there 
was  a  lively  demand  for  this  kind  of  lumber  in  Chicago,  on 
account  of  the  World's  Fair,  and  that  a  great  amount  of 
building  was  being  done.  It  is  also  undisputed  that  the 
lumber  had  no  market  price  at  Ashland,  and  could  not  be 
sold,  although  efforts  were  made  to  sell  it  there  during  the 
summer  and  winter.  The  lumber  was  detained  there  over 
the  winter  by  Starke's  default,  and  was  marketed  the  follow- 
ing spring  at  a  reduced  price.  Because  the  lumber  had  no 
market  value  in  Ashland,  it  is  evident  that  the  rule  laid 
down  by  the  authorities  noted  can  have  no  application. 
This  court  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  rule  adopted  by  the 
trial  court  is  the  proper  rule  applicable  to  such  a  situation. 
The  lumber  was  taken  to  market  with  all  convenient  speed, 
and  sold.  Upon  such  sale  the  plaintiff  realized  a  less  price 
than  it  would  have  realized  had  Starke  carried  the  lumber 
as  agreed.  It  was  deprived  of  the  use  of  the  proceeds  for 
some  time,  and  was  put  to  expense  for  insurance  in  the  mean- 
time. These  are  elements  of  damage  flowing  directly  from 
Starke's  breach  of  duty,  and  may  reasonably  be  said  to  have 
been  within  the  contemplation  of  the  parties.  They  are  not 
in  the  nature  of  special  damages,  to  recover  which  notice  to 
the  contracting  party  must  be  shown. 

It  affirmatively  appearing  that  plaintiff  used  reasonable 
diligence  to  secure  other  means  of  transportation,  and  was 
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unable  to  do  so ;  that  the  lumber  had  no  market  price  in 
Ashland,  and  could  not  be  sold  there;  that  the  plaintiff 
transported  the  same  to  market  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible^ 
and  was  compelled  to  sell  at  a  less  price  than  the  market 
price  when  the  same  should  have  been  delivered, —  we  see 
no  reason  why  it  may  not  recover  the  damages  resulting  di- 
rectly and  proximately  from  the  breach  of  the  contract. 
Such  were  the  damages  allowed,  and  any  other  rule  would 
have  worked  an  injustice  that  cannot  be  tolerated. 

The  fourth  instruction  requested  by  defendants  and  re- 
fused by  the  court  had  no  application  to  the  case  presented. 
The  plaintiff  did  not  claim  that  it  had  secured  other  vessels 
to  carry  the  lumber  Starke's  boat  was  to  carry,  and  there- 
fore  an  instruction  based  upon  any  such  supposition  was  be- 
yond the  issues  and  wholly  inapplicable. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


Obebndobfer,  Administrator,  Eespondent,  vs.  Pabst,  Appel- 
lant. 

September  5 — September  £0, 1898, 
Negligence  causing  death:  Operation  of  pattsenger  devator:  Evidences 

1.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  proprietor  of  an  office  building  to  see  that  the 

passenger  elevators  operated  by  him  therein  are  properly  and  safely 
constructed,  and  that  they  are  operated  with  the  highest  degreo 
of  skill  commensurate  with  or  proportionate  to  the  possibility  of 
injury  to  passengers  using  them. 

2.  In  an  action  to  recover  for  the  death  of  a  person  who  fell  into  the 

shaft  while  attempting  to  enter  a  passenger  elevator  in  defendant's 
office  building,  the  evidence  —  showing,  among  other  things,  that 
the  man  in  charge,  after  stopping  the  car  and  opening  the  door,, 
started  to  close  the  door  again  and  to  raise  the  car  so  that  its  floor 
would  be  level  with  that  of  the  building,  telling  the  deceased,  who 
was  attempting  to  enter  the  car,  to  "wait  a  minute; "  and  that  de- 
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ceased  stumbled  and  fell  against  him,  causing  him  to  throw  the 
lever  wide  open,  so  that  the  car  shot  upward,  while  deceased  fell 
into  the  shaft, —  is  held  sufficient  to  warrant  the  submission  of  the 
case  to  the  jury  on  the  question  of  negligence, 
d.  The  question  in  such  case  being  whether  or  not  the  elevator  was 
negligently  operated  at  the  time  of  the  accident,  evidence  to  show 
that  the  operator  was  inexperienced  ahd  incompetent  tended  to 
raise  a  collateral  and  immaterial  issue,  and  its  admission  was  error 
prejudicial  to  defendant 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county:  Gbo.  E.  Sutherland,  Judge.    JSeversed. 

This  was  an  action  brought  by  the  plaintiff,  as  adminis- 
trator of  the  deceased,  Birnbaum,  to  recover  damages  for 
personal  injury  resulting  in  his  almost  immediate  death,  in 
consequence,  as  it  is  charged,  of  the  negligence  and  careless 
management  of  an  elevator  in  defendant's  office  building, 
known  as  the  "  Pabst  Building  "  in  Milwaukee.  There  were 
three  elevators  running  in  a  shaft  175  feet  in  height,  carry- 
ing passengers  to  and  from  fourteen  different  floors.  The 
•complaint  charged  that  the  death  of  Birnbaum  was  caused  by 
the  carelessness  and  negligence  of  the  defendant  and  his  serv- 
ant and  employee,  in  allowing  the  car  or  cage  to  start  and  fly 
swiftly  upward  at  the  instant  Birnbaum  attempted  to  step 
into  it,  by  reason  whereof  he  fell  into  the  opening  caused 
thereby,  and  down  the  shaft  of  the  elevator;  and  charged 
negligence  and  unskilfulness  in  the  management  of  the  ele- 
vator by  the  operator,  and  that  he  was  unfit,  unsafe,  and  in- 
competent to  run  and  operate  the  elevator.  The  door  of 
the  car  or  cage  was  locked  and  unlocked  from  the  inside, 
and  could  not  be  unlocked  from  the  outside. 

The  answer  admitted  the  ownership,  character,  use,  and 
occupancy  of  the  building,  and  that  it  was  opened  at  the 
times  mentioned  for  the  entrance  and  exit  of  persons  occu- 
pying the  same  or  having  business  therein;  that  it  was  fur- 
nished or  provided  with  elevators  as  stated,  operated  by 
persons  employed  by  the  defendant;  and  alleged  that  Bim- 
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banm,  being  on  the  eleventh  floor  of  the  building,  in  attempt- 
ing to  enter  one  of  said  elevators,  fell  therefrom  to  the 
ground  floor  or  basement  of  said  building,  and  was  thereby 
killed,  and  that,  at  the  time  when  deceased  so  fell,  the  said 
elevator  was  being  run  or  operated  by  one  A.  H.  Millar,  a 
servant  and  employee  of  the  defendant,  and  that  the  ele- 
vator was  then  in  the  act  of  descending  from  the  floors 
above  said  eleventh  floor  of  said  building  to  the  lower  floors 
thereof;  and,  except  as  admitted,  the  defendant  denied  the 
allegations  of  the  complaint. 

At  the  trial,  the  said  operator,  Millar,  testified  that  he  was 
a  contractor,  thirty-one  years  of  age,  and  had.  been  a  car- 
penter for  about  fifteen  years ;  that,  at  the  time  in  question, 
he  was  working  at  the  Pabst  Building.  Plaintiff's  counsel 
asked  how  long  he  had  been  working  in  the  Pabst  Building 
before  the  day  in  question.  This  was  objected  to  as  incom- 
petent, irrelevant,  and  immaterial.  The  objection  was  over- 
ruled, and  witness  was  allowed  to  answer  that  he  had  been 
working  about  six  weeks,  by  the  month.  The  defendant's 
counsel  then  stated:  "I  understand  that  evidence  to  have 
been  offered  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  inexperience  of 
Millar;  and,  if  that  is  the  fact,  I  would  like  to  have  it  ap- 
pear on  the  record,  if  the  court  thinks  it  proper  to  have  it  so 
appear.  I  cannot  conceive  of  any  other  ground  on  which 
it  could  be  received,  excepting  as  tending  to  show  the  in- 
experience of  Millar.  In  our  judgment,  it  is  entirely  imma- 
terial whether  the  operator  of  that  elevator  was  or  was  not 
an  experienced  man  in  the  operation  of  the  elevator.  The 
only  question  to  be  determined  in  this  case  is  whether  or 
not,  at  the  time  the  accident  occurred,  he  was  or  was  not 
guilty  of  negligence.  If  he  were  guilty  of  negligence,  the 
fact  that  he  had  been  the  operator  of  that  elevator  for  years 
would  not  excuse  him  nor  his  employer  in  this  case.  All 
this  evidence  offered  to  show  the  inexperience  of  the  oper- 
ator, Millar,  is  irrelevant  and  immaterial,  and  simply  tends 
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to  raise  a  collateral  issue,  which  ought  not  to  be  in  the  case.'' 
Plaintiff's  counsel  stated  that  his  purpose  was,  of  course,  to 
show  that  Mr.  Millar  was  inexperienced  and  notified  the 
superintendent  of  that  fact  when  he  was  employed.  The 
objection  was  overruled,  and  the  testimony  admitted ;  and, 
against  the  defendant's  objection,  the  witness  was  allowed 
to  testify  that  he  was  engaged  there  as  carpenter  and  for 
general  repair  work,  and  he  was  told  that  he  might  have  to 
run  an  elevator  at  intervals,  relieving  men  when  they  were 
away ;  that  he  looked  after  the  steam  heat,  and  ran  an  ele- 
vator at  intervals  when  he  had  nothing  else  to  do,  and, 
against  the  defendant's  objection,  that  he  had  had  no  ex- 
perience in  running  a  passenger  elevator;  that  he  had  been 
working  in  the  building  about  four  weeks  before  he  was  put 
on  an  elevator  to  run  it,  and,  against  like  objection  of  the 
defendant,  that  he  had  been  running  an  elevator  in  that 
building  between  two  and  three  weeks,  at  certain  intervals 
during  the  day,  before  Birnbaum  was  killed;  that  Mr.  Ellis, 
the  superintendent,  showed  him  how  to  operate  the  ele- 
vators, and  told  him  that  the  floor  of  the  elevator  had  to  be 
brought  to  a  level  with  the  floor  of  the  building  or  there- 
abouts, and  not  to  open  the  door  before  the  elevator  was  at 
a  dead  stop. 

He  testified  that,  at  the  time  the  accident  occurred,  he  was 
operating  the  east  elevator;  Mr.  Foley  was  its  regular  oper- 
ator; that  he  saw  a  man  standing  on  the  eleventh  floor  when 
he  went  up,  but  did  not  know  whether  it  was  Birnbaum  or 
who  it  was;  that  he  was  on  the  eleventh  floor,  coming  to- 
wards the  elevator  shaft,  when  he  went  up;  that  he  went 
to  the  thirteenth  floor,  then  came  back  to  the  eleventh  floor, 
and  stopped  when  a  man  said  "Down;"  that  he  opened  the 
door  partially;  did  not  known  exactly  how  near  the  door  of 
the  elevator  the  man  was  standing  when  he  came  down; 
he  was  standing  pretty  close  to  the  grating;  the  man  said 
"  Down,"  and  he  opened  the  door,  found  that  his  elevator 


"Wis.]  august  TERM,  1898.  609 

Obemdorfer  vs.  Pabst 

was  below  the  floor;  that  he  told  the  man  to  "wait  a  mo- 
mentj"  and  started  to  close  the  door  and  threw  the  lever  of 
the  elevator  on  the  vjpj  to  fetch  it  back  in  place ;  at  the  same 
time,  the  man  started  to  step  in;  that  he  thought  he  must 
have  tripped  or  something,  fell  against  him,  causing  him  to 
throw  the  lever  wide  open,  shooting  the  elevator  up;  that 
he  did  not  know  exactly  how  far  the  elevator  shot  up;  he 
thought,  when  he  got  it  under  control,  that  the  floor  of  the 
elevator  was  about  two  feet  below  the  top  of  the  elevator 
door  between  the  eleventh  and  twelfth  floors ;  the  floor  of 
the  car  was  about  six  or  eight  inches  below  the  floor  of  the 
building  on  which  Birnbaum  stood  when  he  attempted  to 
enter  the  oar,  but  did  not  know  how  far  the  car  was  below 
the  level  of  the  floor  upon  which  Birnbaum  stood  when  he 
opened  the  door;  the  car  started  to  settle  away  a  little  bit, 
and  he  told  the  gentleman  to  "wait  a  minute;"  that,  when 
he  started  to  fetch  it  back,  it  was  between  six  and  eight 
inches  below  the  floor;  when  Birnbaum  attempted  to  enter, 
witness  attempted  to  shut  the  door,  and  threw  the  lever  on 
the  upy  to  fetch  the  car  up  in  attempting  to  get  it  on  a  level 
with  the  floor;  moved  the  lever;  that  he  operated  the  lever 
with  his  right  hand,  stood  very  close  to  the  door,  perhaps 
fourteen  or  eighteen  inches,  in  front;  he  could  not  tell  what 
became  of  Birnbaum  when  the  car  stopped,  he  was  nowhere 
in  his  sight,  must  have  fallen  down  the  shaft;  that  when  he 
said,  "  Stop  a  minute,"  Birnbaum  was  about  to  step  into  the 
elevator. 

The  testimony  was  that  the  deceased,  at  the  time  of  his 
death,  was  strong  and  healthy;  habits  good;  that  he  sup- 
ported his  wife  and  family  up  to  the  time  of  his  death,  and 
that  they  had  three  children,  whose  ages  were  as  stated ; 
and  that  he  was  in  the  real-estate  business,  steamship  and 
insurance  agent. 

The  defendant,  at  the  close  of  the  plaintiff's  testimony, 
moved  for  a  nonsuit,  which  was  denied. 
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George  Foley,  on  behalf  of  the  defendant,  testified  that, 
at  the  time  the  accident  occurred,  he  was  on  the  twelfth 
floor,  just  above  the  floor  where  Bimbaum  fell  down  the 
shaft,  and  heard  Millar  say,  "Just  wait  a  minute;"  that,  if 
a  man  is  any  good  at  all,  he  ought  to  learn  to  operate  one 
of  these  elevators  in  four  or  five  days;  that  Millar  was  pretty 
good  at  it;  that  witness  had  been  in  the  building,  running 
the  elevator,  over  five  years. 

The  court  charged  the  jury,  among  other  things,  that  the 
proprietor  of  such  a  building  as  the  Pabst  Building  had  been 
shown  to  be,  who  occupies  and  uses  it,  is  bound  to  see  that 
the  elevators  therein  are  operated  with  the  highest  degree  of 
care  and  skill  commensurate  with  or  proportionate  to  the 
possibility  of  injury  to  passengers  in  the  use  of  the  elevators, 
and  is  bound  to  employ  men  to  operate  the  elevators  who 
will  do  all  that  human  vigilance  and  foresight  can  do  under 
the  circumstances  to  protect  and  care  for  the  safety  of  the 
passengers,  and,  in  view  of  the  character  of  the  mode  of  con- 
veyance adopted,  reasonably  to  guard  passengers  who  have 
entered  or  are  about  to  enter  the  car  against  accident  and 
consequent  injury;  that  the  failure  of  the  operator  of  the 
elevator  to  use  such  care  and  skill  is  the  failure  of  the  owner 
of  the  building,  and  constitutes  negligence,  for  the  results  of 
which  the  owner  of  the  building  is  responsible;  that  the  first 
question  for  the  jury  to  determine  was  whether  the  elevator 
man,  Millar,  at  the  time  of  the  accident,  was  operating  the 
car  with  the  degree  of  care  and  skill  so  required  while  oper- 
ating the  elevator.  The  trial  judge  explained  that,  by  oper- 
ating the  elevator,  he  meant  all  that  the  elevator  man,  Millar, 
did  in  moving  the  elevator  lever,  and  in  stopping  the  car 
going  down  and  up  again,  and  in  moving  the  car  up  and 
down,  and  in  opening  the  door  as  an  invitation  to  enter,  or 
in  closing  it,  or  blocking  the  doorway  or  entrance  to  the 
elevator  car  from  the  hallway,  or  warning  the  deceased  not 
to  enter  the  car;  that  they  were  to  take  into  consideration 
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all  the  testimony  and  all  the  surrounding  facts  and  circum- 
stances, as  disclosed  by  the  evidence,  and  should  consider 
the  movement  of  the  car,  the  efforts  made  by  the  elevator 
man,  Millar,  to  control  it,  the  promptness  with  which  he  was 
required  to  act^  the  length  of  time  he  had  heen  operating  ele- 
vatorSy  the  difficulty  or  ease  with  which  skiU  in  operating  ele- 
vators cam,  he  acquired^  the  instructions  he  had  received  as  to 
operating  elevators,  and  this  elevator  in  particular,  and  all 
the  other  facts  and  circumstances  disclosed  by  the  evidence 
bearing  upon  this  question, —  and  say  whether  there  was  or 
was  not  any  failure  on  his  part  to  use  the  degree  of  care  and 
skill  stated  in  operating  the  elevator  at  the  time  in  question ; 
that,  before  plaintiif  could  claim  a  verdict,  he  must  satisfy 
the  jury,  by  a  clear  preponderance  of  the  testimony,  that  the 
elevator  man,  Millar,  did  not  operate  the  car  in  question  at 
the  time  with  the  degree  of  care  and  skill  stated.  The  de- 
fendant excepted  to  the  portions  of  the  charge  as  to  the 
length  of  time  Millar  had  been  operating  the  elevators,  and 
the  diflBculty  or  ease  with  which  skill  in  operating  the  ele- 
vators can  be  acquired,  and  relating  to  his  competency  or 
qualifications  to  properly  manage  or  operate  this  elevator  in 
particular. 

The  court  charged  the  jury  that  if  the  door  of  the  elevator 
was  thrown  open  by  Millar,  and  the  deceased  understood 
such  opening  of  the  door  to  be  an  invitation  and  signal  to 
enter  the  car,  he  was  not  bound  to  stop  and  look  and  listen 
or  to  make  any  special  examination;  that  an  elevator  for 
the  carriage  of  persons  is  not  like  a  railroad  crossing,  and 
supposed  to  be  a  place  of  danger,  to  be  approached  with 
caution,  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  might  be  assumed  that, 
when  the  door  was  thrown  open  by  an  attendant,  the  car 
might  be  safely  entered.  These  portions  of  the  charge  were 
excepted  to. 

The  question  whether  Birnbaum  was  guilty  of  contribu- 
tory negligence  on  his  part,  which  proximately  caused  his 
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death  or  contributed  to  it,  was  submitted  to  the  jury.  They 
returned  a  verdict  for  the  plaintiff  for  $5,000,  upon  which 
the  plaintiff  had  judgment,  from  which  the  defendant  ap- 
pealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Winkler ^  Flanders, 
JS/nithy  Bottum  (&  VUas^  and  oral  argument  by  J,  O.  FUmders, 
They  argued,  among  other  things,  that  the  admission  of  evi- 
dence as  to  the  character  of  the  man  for  competency  and 
eflBiciency  raised  a  collateral  issue  in  the  case  tending  to  di- 
vert the  minds  of  the  jury  from  the  real  issue  and  to  preju- 
dice them  against  the  defendant.  Tenney  v.  TutUe,  1  Allen, 
185;  Wooster  v.  B.  &  S.  A.  B.  Co.  72  Hun,  197;  Peoria  & 
P.  U.  B.  Co.  V.  Clayhurg,  107  111.  644;  Says  v.  Miller,  77 
Pa.  St.  238, 240,  241 ;  Maguire  v.  Middlesex  B.  Co.  115  Mass. 
240,  and  cases  cited;  Gahagan  v.  B.  dk  L.  B.  Co.  1  Allen, 
187;  Tuttle  v.  FiUhhurg  B.  Co.  152  Mass.  42. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Felker^  Doe  <& 
Felker,  and  oral  argument  by  J.  B.  Doe.  They  contended, 
inter  alia,  that,  it  being  admitted  that  the  deceased  was 
killed  in  attempting  to  enter  the  elevator,  it  was  incumbent 
on  the  defendant  to  prove  that  the  person  operating  the  ele- 
vator was  a  person  of  competent  skill  and  in  every  respect 
qualified  for  the  business  in  which  he  was  engaged,  and  that 
he  acted  on  that  occasion  with  reasonable  skill  and  with  the 
utmost  prudence  and  caution ;  and  if  the  disaster  in  ques- 
tion was  occasioned  by  the  least  negligence  or  want  of  skill 
or  prudence  on  his  part,  then  the  defendant  is  liable.  Stoies 
f?.  SaltonataU,  13  Pet.  181, 191 ;  TreadweU  v.  WhiUier,  80  Cal. 
576 ;  GoodseU  v.  Taylor,  41  Minn.  207 ;  Cummings  v.  Jfat.  F. 
Co.  60  Wis.  603;  Mrst  v.  M.,  L.  S.  c&  W.  B.  Co.  46  id.  489. 
In  connection  with  the  facts  tending  to  show  the  negligence 
that  caused  the  injury,  the  plaintiff  had  a  right  to  show,  as 
a  part  of  the  surrounding  circumstances,  the  unskilful  ness, 
incompetence,  or  want  of  experience  of  the  servant.  Oilman 
tj.  Eastern  B.  Co.  13  Allen,  433;  Hutchinson,  Carriers,  §§  535, 
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536;  Vickslmrg  <Ss  J.  R.  Co.  v.  PaUm^  81  Miss.  156, 194; 
Wharton,  Neg.  §  170;  Wharton,  Ev.  §  48  ^  «<3j./  Abbott, 
Trial  Ev.  585;  BigUy  v.  Williams,  80  Pa.  St.  107, 114, 115; 
McKinney  v.  Neil,  1  McLean,  540.  If,  by  direct  evidence, 
it  appears  that  the  operator  was  unskilful  or  of  bad  habits, 
it  casts  upon  the  defendant  the  burden  of  proving  that  he 
used  proper  care  at  the  time  in  question.  Penn.  R.  Co.  v. 
Books,  57  Pa.  St.  339,  343. 

PiNNEY,  J.  It  appears  that  the  Pabst  Building  was  thir- 
teen stories  in  height,  and  each  story  at  the  time  of  the 
accident  contained  a  large  number  of  rooms,  which  were 
mainly  used  and  occupied  for  offices  by  lawyers,  insurance 
agents,  and  other  business  men,  and  were  open  during  the 
daytime,  as  well  as  during  a  portion  of  the  nighttime,  for 
the  entrance  and  exit  of  all  persons  occupying  the  same,  as 
well  as  all  other  persons  having  business  therein  or  occasion 
to  enter  the  same.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  defendant,  as  its 
proprietor,  and  so  occupying  and  using  the  building,  to  see 
that  the  steam  elevators  therein  provided  for  access  to  and 
exit  from  its  several  floors  or  rooms  were  properly  and  safely 
constructed  and  operated  with  the  highest  degree  of  skill 
and  care  commensurate  with  or  proportionate  to  the  possi- 
bility of  injury  to  passengers  in  the  use  of  such  elevators. 
He  was  bound  to  employ  men  to  operate  them  who  would 
do  all  that  human  foresight  and  vigilance  could  do  under 
the  circumstances  to  protect  and  care  for  the  safety  of  pas- 
sengers, and,  in  view  of  the  character  and  mode  of  convey- 
ance adopted,  reasonably  to  guard  passengers  who  had 
entered  or  were  about  to  enter  the  car  from  or  against  acci- 
dent and  consequent  injury.  This  is  a  duty  of  which  he 
could  not  discharge  himself  by  delegating  or  turning  it  over 
to  employees  or  operatives,  however  experienced  or  skilful. 
His  liability  was  continuous  until  his  duty  was  performed, 

and  the  failure  of  the  operator  to  use  such  care  and  skill 
Voi*  160—33 
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would  be  the  failure  of  the  proprietor  himself,  and  would 
constitute  negligence,  for  which  the  latter  would  be  respon- 
sible. It  IB  not  deemed  necessary  to  set  out  more  fully  the 
evidence.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  we  consider  it  sufficient  to 
warrant  the  submission  of  the  case  to  the  jury  upon  the 
question  of  negligence,  and  that  there  was  no  error  in  de- 
nying the  defendant's  motion  for  a  nonsuit,  or  in  refusing  to 
direct  a  verdict  in  his  favor. 

The  court  allowed  evidence  to  be  given  to  the  jury,  against 
the  defendant's  objection,  showing  and  tending  to  show  that 
Millar,  the  defendant's  employee,  who  operated  the  elevator 
at  the  time  of  the  accident  in  question,  was  inexperienced 
and  incompetent.  The  purpose  for  which  the  evidence  re- 
ferred to  was  offered  and  received  was  conceded,  and  the 
plaintiff  was  allowed,  against  defendant's  objection,  to  show 
that  Millar  was  engaged  there  as  a  carpenter j  though  he  was 
told  when  he  was  engaged  that  he  might  have  to  run  an 
elevator  at  intervals,  relieving  men  when  they  went  away; 
that  in  the  course  of  his  service  he  did  general  repair  work 
around  there,  repair  of  the  building  in  several  places,  and 
looked  after  the  steam  heat;  that  he  ran  an  elevator  the 
latter  part  of  the  time  when  he  was  there  when  he  had  noth- 
ing else  to  do;  that  when  he  was  employed  to  work  in  the 
building  by  the  month  he  had  had  no  experience  in  running 
a  passenger  elevator;  that  he  had  been  working  in  the  build- 
ing about  four  weeks  or  a  month  before  he  was  put  on  an 
elevator  to  run  it,  and  had  been  running  one  two  or  three 
weeks  before  Birnbaum  was  killed;  that  in  the  morning, 
between  9  and  10  o'clock,  he  had  to  relieve  all  three  men 
on  the  elevator,  fifteen  minutes  for  each  man,  and  from  a 
quarter  past  11  till  12  o'clock  he  relieved  one  man  for  din- 
ner, and  from  1  to  2  he  had  to  relieve  the  east-car  man  for 
dinner,  and  between  3  and  4  o'clock,  or  half  past  3  to  4, 
he  had  to  relieve  the  men  again  for  fifteen  minutes  each. 
He  testified  that  Ellis,  the  superintendent,  showed  him  how 
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to  operate  the  elevator  in  the  Pabst  Building ;  that  at  the 
time  of  the  accident  he  was  operating  the  east  elevator,  of 
which  Foley  was  the  regular  operator. 

The  evidence  thus  given  tended  to  raise  a  collateral  and 
immaterial  issue  prejudicial  to  the  defendant,  and  the  jury 
may  well  have  understood  that  these  collateral  and  imma- 
terial matters  had  a  vital  and  important  bearing  upon  the 
merits  of  the  case.  It  certainly  was  not  material  to  the 
question  of  whether  Millar  was  negligent  at  the  time  of 
the  aecident  that  he  had  run  elevators  previously,  or  how 
long,  or  had  been  hired  for  that  purpose,  or  whether  or  not 
he  was  or  had  been  a  carpenter,  or  worked  at  repairs  in  or 
about  the  building.  This  evidence  had  no  tendency  to  show 
whether  or  not  the  elevator  was  negligently  or  improperly 
operated.  If  on  that  occasion  Millar  discharged  his  duty 
properly,  and  did  all  that  a  competent  and  faithful  operator 
ought  to  have  done,  the  allegation  of  his  negligence  certainly 
fails.  The  evidence  thus  received  raised  collateral  ques- 
tions tending  to  divert  the  minds  of  the  jury  from  the  real 
and  legitimate  issue,  namely,  that  of  the  negligence  of  the 
defendant  or  his  servant  in  operating  the  elevator.  The 
jury  were  not  instructed  to  disregard  the  evidence  thus  im- 
properly elicited,  but,  on  the  contrary,  might  fairly  infer 
from  these  rulings  and  the  charge  of  the  court  the  material- 
ity of  all  these  questions  to  the  merits  of  the  cause,  independ- 
ent of  the  vital  one  of  negligence  of  the  defendant  or  his 
servant.  These  rulings  apparently  left  the  case  open  to  dis- 
cussion before  the  jury  on  points  wholly  irrelevant,  and  yet 
of  a  character  liable  to  be  extremely  prejudicial  to  the  rights 
and  interests  of  the  defendant. 

For  these  reasons,  the  superior  court  erred  in  the  rulings 
above  set  forth,  and  its  judgment  must  be  reversed,  and  the 
cause  remanded  for  a  new  trial. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  superior  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  trial. 
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EiOB,  Appellant,  vs.  The  Oitt  of  Milwaitkbb  and  others, 

Bespondents. 

S^tember  6 — September  fSO,  1898. 

MunidpdL  eorporaiiona:  Constitutional  limit  of  tndd)tedness:  €ff9ets: 

Diversion  of  speciflo  funcL^ 

1  The  amount  of  money  in  a  city  treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  school 
fund,  which  is  pledged  to  the  support  of  the  public  schools  and  can- 
not lawfully  be  diverted  to  any  other  purpose,  cannot  be  deducted 
from  the  amount  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  city,  in  determining 
whethw  the  constitutional  limit  of  indebtedness  has  been  reached. 

2,  In  determining  that  question,  the  amount  to  the  credit  of  a  "  bond, 
interest,  and  sinking  fund,"  which  under  the  charter  is  set  apart 
for  the  payment  of  principal  and  interest  on  bonds  and  scrip  of  the 
city  and  cannot  lawfully  be  used  for  any  other  purpose,  is  a  proper 
credit  to  be  considered  in  reduction  of  the  indebtednesSi 

&  Estimated  revenues  to  be  derived  from  liquor  licenses,  from  a  street 
railway  tax  or  license  based  upon  earnings,  and  from  other  like 
sources,  being  uncertain  in  amount,  not  in  process  of  collection, 
and  not  dependent  upon  any  act  of  the  city,  cannot  be  considered 
as  offsets  against  the  city's  indebtedness;  especially  where  the 
moneys  reasonably  to  be  expected  from  such  sources  have  been  an- 
ticipated in  the  annual  budget. 

4k  Where,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  overdrafts  on  other  funds,  money 
is  drawn  from  a  fund  over  which  the  council  has  no  control  except 
to  pay  regular  demands  upon  it,  the  amount  of  the  overdrafts  should 
be  considered  a  debt,  in  determining  the  amount  of  the  city's  in- 
debtedness. 


Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwaukee 
county:  Geo.  E.  Suthekland,  Judge.    lieversed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Miller^  Noyea^  MiUer 
c&  WahZy  and  oral  argument  by  Geo.  P.  MiUer,  They  argued, 
among  other  things,  that  in  order  to  be  available  in  reduc- 
tion of  the  outstanding  indebtedness  the  cash  on  hand  must 
be  lawfully  applicable  to  the  payment  of  such  indebtedness. 
If  such  cash  belongs  to  a  particular  fund  pledged  by  law  for 
a  specific  purpose,  against  which  there  is  no  outstanding  in- 
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debtedness,  the  amount  of  cash  belonging  to  such  specific 
fund  cannot  reduce,  within  the  meaning  of  the  constitution, 
the  amount  of  other  outstanding  indebtedness.  French  v. 
BurlmgUm^  42  Iowa,  614;  Cowncil  Bluffs  v.  Stewart^  51  id. 
385 ;  Ernies  v.  WdU,  94  Wis.  285,  299.  Within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  constitution,  when  funds  are  in  fact  diverted,  in 
contemplation  of  law  they  are  not  diverted.  Hohl  v.  West- 
ford^  33  Wis.  322;  People  ex  rd.  Dcmnat  v.  Gompt/roUer  of 
If.  Y.  77  N.  T.  50;  People  ex  rd.  Downing  v,  SUmt^  23  Barb. 
338,  348 ;  State  ex  rd.  Boa/rd  of  JSdt^cation  v.  Union^  52  N.  J. 
Law,  69. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  CaH  Bimge,  city 
attorney,  Z.  W.  HoUsey^  assistant  city  attorney,  and  R.  S.  WUte^ 
second  assistant  city  attorney,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr. 
Halsey  and  Mr.  WiUe. 

Bardeeht,  J.'  The  plaintiff  seeks  in  this  action  to  restrain 
and  enjoin  the  defendant  the  city  of  Milwaukee  from  issuing 
three  series  of  its  corporate  bonds,  aggregating  $300,000. 
The  city  had  passed  ordinances  providing  for  the  issue  of 
180,000  of  so^alled  "garbage  disposal  bonds,"  $80,000  "  bridge 
bonds,"  and  $140,000  "bonds  for  permanently  improving 
streets,"  and  was  about  to  issue  the  bonds  when  this  suit 
was  commenced.  The  plaintiff  secured  a  preliminary  in- 
junction from  a  court  commissioner,  and  an  order  to  show 
cause  before  the  conrt  why  snch  injunction  should  not  be  con- 
tinued pending  the  suit.  The  defendants  contested  the  order, 
and  moved  to  dissolve  the  preliminary  injunction ;  and,  upon 
a  hearing  had  before  the  superior  court,  the  injunction  was 
vacated.    The  plaintiflf  appeals  from  such  order. 

The  basis  of  plaintiff's  complaint,  and  the  facts  sought  to 
be  established  on  the  hearing,  were  that  the  proposed  bond 
issue  was  in  excess  of  the  constitutional  limit  of  five  per 
cent,  of  the  assessed  valuation  of  the  city.  Some  other 
questions  were  raised  and  ably  discussed  in  the  briefs  and 
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at  the  bar;  but  the  view  we  have  taken  of  the  case  renders 
it  imneceflsary  to  consider  or  dispose  of  them.  As  it  appears 
to  US,  then,  the  main  question  is  whether  the  showing  on 
the  hearing  of  the  order  to  show  cause  was  sufficient  to  in- 
dicate that  the  proposed  bond  issue  was  in  excess  of  the 
constitutional  limit.  Const,  art.  XI,  eec.  3.  This  section  is 
of  the  following  purport:  No  city  shall  be  allowed  to  be- 
come indebted  in  any  manner  or  for  any  purpose  to  an 
amount,  including  existing  indebtedness,  in  the  aggregate 
exceeding  five  per  cent,  on  the  value  of  the  taxable  property 
therein. 

Aside  from  the  complaint  and  answer,  the  proof  before 
the  court  consisted  of  affidavits  of  certain  city  officers  and 
others  who  had  made  examination  into  the  city's  financial 
status,  all  of  which  are  preserved  in  the  bill  of  exceptions. 
All  parties  agree  that  the  debt  limit,  as  ascertained  accord- 
ing to  the  constitutional  ba«is,  was  $7,234,171.25.  Admit- 
tedly, any  indebtedness  created  in  excess  of  that  amount 
would  be  unlawful.  The  chief  difficulty  we  have  had  has 
been  in  ascertaining,  from  the  great  mass  of  figures  pre- 
sented, the  exact  financial  condition  of  the  city.  Counsel 
did  not  agree,  and  we  have  arrived  at  a  result  as  best  we 
could  from  the  record. 

At  the  date  of  the  hearing,  there  were  outstanding  city 
bonds  of  the  different  series  to  the  amount  of  $6,789,250, 
upon  which  there  was  due  interest,  July  1, 1898,  amounting 
to  $163,766.25,  making  total  indebtedness  due  on  bonds,  at 
that  time,  $6,953,016.25.  There  was  also  other  city  indebt- 
edness, on  contracts,  claims  allowed,  judgments,  etc.,  ad- 
mitted to  be  $1,050,586.25.  The  total  city  indebtedness 
would  therefore  be  $8,003,602.50.  It  should  be  observed  in 
passing  that  the  claim  was  made  on  tiie  argument  that  the 
item  above,  of  interest  on  bonds,  was  included  in  the  item 
of  other  city  indebtedness,  and  is  therefore  included  twice 
in  reaching  the  results  noted.    We  are  unable  to  thus  cipher 
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it  out  from  the  great  mass  of  figures  pwaented.  It  is  possi- 
ble that  in  this  great  wilderness  of  figures,  bidden  in  the 
maze  of  som.e  "  trial  balance,"  or  larking  behind  the  totals 
of  some  "  ledger  balance,"  there  may  be  some  way  of  demon- 
strating this  to  be  a  fact;  but  counsel  were  unable  to  make 
it  clear  on  the  argument,  and  our  own  efforts  have  not  been 
more  successful.  We  have  therefore  leached  a  pivotal  point 
in  our  computation.  By  reference  to  the  totals  in  the  figures 
given,  it  will  be  noticed  that  the  city's  indebtedness  consid- 
erably exceeds  the  five  per  cent.  limit. 

It  is  conceded  on  both  sides  that  whatever  cash  there  may 
be  in  the  treasury  properly  applicable  thereto  is  to  be  con- 
sidered in  reducing  the  city's  indebtedness.  It  is  admitted 
that,  at  the  time  of  the  hearing,  there  was  a  general  cash 
balance  in  the  treasury  of  $1,096,668.16.  In  dealing  with 
this  item  we  have  been  furnished  a  great  variety  of  com- 
putations, all  depending  upon  how  much  of  this  fund  is 
found  properly  and  legally  applicable  to  the  reduction  of 
the  city's  debts.  In  dealing  with  a  kindred  question,  this 
court  said,  in  Earlea  v.  WeUs^  94  Wis.  285 :  "  So  long  as  the 
current  expenses  of  the  municipality  are  kept  within  the 
limits  of  the  moneys  and  assets  actually  in  the  treasury,  and 
the  current  revenues  collected  or  in  process  of  immediate 
collection,  the  municipality  may  be  fairly  regarded  as  doing 
business  on  a  cash  basis,  and  not  on  credit, —  even  though 
there  may  be  for  a  short  time  some  unpaid  liabilities.  .  .  . 
But  the  moment  an  indebtedness  is  voluntarily  created  4n 
any  manner  or  for  any  purpose,'  with  no  money  nor  assets 
in  the  treasury,  nor  current  revenues  collected  or  in  process 
of  collection  for  the  payment  of  same,  that  moment  such 
debt  must  be  considered  in  determining  whether  such  mu- 
nicipality has  or  has  not  exceeded  the  constitutional  limit 
of  indebtedness."  The  ruling  in  this  case  was  approved  in 
the  recent  case  of  Crogster  v.  Bayfidd  Co,  99  Wis.  1.  There 
is  no  disposition  to  enlarge  the  rule  as  there  laid  down. 
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The  trial  balance  taken  from  the  city  treasurer's  books, 
July  2d,  shows  a  credit  to  the  "  school  fund  "  of  $378,650.99, 
and  is  included  in  the  amount  of  cash  on  hand.  This  fund 
is  pledged  to  the  support  of  the  public  schools,  and  cannot 
be  lawfully  diverted  to  any  other  purpose.  There  is  also 
another  item  of  "  bond,  interest,  and  sinking  fund,"  amount- 
ing to  $664,266.25,  which,  under  the  charter,  is  set  apart  for 
the  payment  of  principal  and  interest  on  bonds  and  scrip  of 
the  city.  City  Charter  [Laws  of  1874,  ch.  184],  ch.  11,  sec.  9. 
This  fund  is  not  within  the  control  of  the  common  council, 
and  cannot  be  used  for  any  other  than  the  purpose  above 
stipulated.  It  is  therefore  a  proper  credit  or  asset  to  be 
considered  in  reduction  of  the  city  indebtedness.  The  dif- 
ference between  the  sum  of  these  two  funds  and  the  balance 
of  cash  on  hand,  amounting  to  $53,640.91,  is  also  admitted 
to  be  a  proper  credit. 

Tabulating  the  figures,  we  reach  the  following  result: 

Total  city  indebtedness $8,008,602  50 

Sinking  fund $664,266  25 

Balance  cash  on  hand 58,640  91 

Total 717,907  16 

Balance  city  indebtedness $7,285,695  34 

Five  per  cent,  limit 7,234^171  25 

Limit  exceeded $51,524  09 

If  these  deductions  are  correct,  it  is  apparent  that  the  city 
of  Milwaukee  had  already  exceeded  its  debt  limit,  and  the 
attempt  to  make  a  further  bond  issue  was  in  violation  of  the 
inhibitory  provision  of  the  constitution. 

But  it  is  claimed  that  there  are  other  matters  that  must 
be  taken  into  consideration  in  reduction  of  the  city's  debts. 
It  appears  that  when  the  city  comptroller  presented  the  an- 
nual budget  in  January,  1898,  he  deducted  therefrom  the 
sum  of  $4:10,500,  as  estimated  revenue  to  be  derived  by  the 
city,  during  the  year,  from  liquor  licenses  and  other  sources. 
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The  liquor  licenses  became  payable  in  July,  and,  so  far  as 
vre  can  learn,  the  other  sums  come  in  at  different  times  dur- 
ing the  year.  Neither  the  bill  of  exceptions  nor  the  plead- 
ings inform  us  of  the  items  that  go  to  make  up  this  sum,  or 
the  sources  from  which  it  is  to  come;  but  respondents'  coun- 
sel have  attempted  to  supply  the  omission  in  their  brief. 
They  further  informed  us  that  another  item  of  about  $50,000, 
a  tax  or  license  from  the  street  railway  company,  was  omitted 
by  the  comptroller,  and  ought  to  be  here  considered  in  re- 
duction of  the  city's  indebtedness.  They  have  furnished  us 
with  several  computations  on  this  basis,  which,  if  admitted, 
would  bring  the  proposed  bond  issue  within  the  prescribed 
limit.  The  item  as  to  the  street  railway  tax  or  license  is  of 
uncertain  amount,  depending  upon  its  earnings,  and  payable 
in  December  of  each  year.  Laws  of  1897,  ch.  223.  The 
amount  the  city  may  receive  from  other  sources  is  also  un- 
certain, and  not  dependent  upon  any  act  of  the  city.  Ea/rles 
V.  Wells,  94  "Wis.  285,  is  appealed  to  as  sustaining  the  claims 
that  these  items  may  be  considered  as  "revenues  in  pro- 
cess of  immediate  collection,"  and  "  available  assets  and  re- 
sources," convertible  into  cash,  which  may  be  considered  as 
offsets  against  the  city's  debt.  As  already  noted,  the  moneys 
to  be  derived  from  these  sources  are  entirely  indefinite  and 
uncertain.  They  were  not  in  the  process  of  collection,  and 
could  be  collected  only  at  the  will  of  parties  who  sought 
privileges  for  which  license  charges  were  made,  and  for 
that  reason  could  not  be  considered  as  available  assets  or  re- 
sources. The  "  revenues  "  mentioned  in  this  decision  had 
reference  only  to  such  revenues  as  the  corporation  had  levied, 
and  had  a  legal  right  to  enforce,  regardless  of  any  one's  will 
or  "pleasure.  The  "  available  assets  and  resources  "  referred 
to  means  tangible  property  in  the  treasury,  legally  available, 
and  properly  applicable  to  the  payment  of  debts,  and  readily 
convertible  into  money  for  that  purpose.  Were  this  not  so, 
it  appears  from  the  record  that  the  money  reasonably  ex- 
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pected  to  be  derived  by  the  city  from  lioenges,  etc.,  had  been 
anticipated  in  the  annual  budget.  This  document  shows 
that  the  actual  financial  needs  of  the  city  had  been  reduced 
by  the  exact  amount  estimated  as  coming  from  these  sources. 
It  therefore  seems  dear  that  these  unknown  and  unascer- 
tained items  of  income  should  not  and  cannot  be  considered 
as  offsets  against  the  city's  indebtedness.  If  our  conclusions 
are  correct,  it  is  readily  apparent  that  the  city  had  already 
pledged  its  credit  to  an  amount  exceeding  the  debt  limit, 
and  had  no  right  to  make  the  proposed  bond  issue. 

Another  question  in  connection  with  this  was  discussed 
with  much  learning  and  ability.  It  seems  that,  under  the 
scheme  of  regulating  their  financial  affairs,  the  charter  cre- 
ates a  large  number  of  funds  which  are  raised  by  taxation, 
some  of  which  are  controlled  by  the  common  council,  and 
some  of  which  are  devoted  to  certain  specific  purposes  and 
•can  only  be  applied  in  satisfaction  thereof.  The  money 
raised  for  these  different  funds  comes  to  the  hands  of  the 
treasurer  in  gross  sums,  and,  it  seems,  is  not  kept  separate. 
As  claims  against  the  city  mature  and  are  allowed,  orders 
are  drawn,  and  it  often  happens  that  the  money  to  the  credit 
of  a  specific  fund  is  exhausted;  yet  the  treasurer  continues 
to  pay  orders  from  the  money  in  his  hands,  with  the  result 
that  other  of  the  funds  are  .greatly  overdrawn.  It  was  ar- 
gued that  when  a  fund  over  which  the  council  had  no  con- 
trol except  to  pay  the  regular  demands  upon  it  had  money 
to  its  credit,  and  other  funds  had  been  overdrawn,  in  deter- 
mining the  city's  financial  status  the  money  on  hand  must 
be  treated  as  belonging  to  that  fund,  and  the  overdrawn 
fund  must  be  considered  as  a  debt  to  the  amount  of  such 
overdraft.  In  other  words,  that  the  council  had  no  right  to 
divert  the  money  belonging  to  funds,  such  as  the  school  fund 
And  the  like,  to  pay  overdrafts  on  other  funds,  and  consider 
it  as  a  debt  paid,  when  attempting  to  ascertain  its  financial 
condition  in  relation  to  the  debt  limit.    It  would  seem  to  be 
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very  clear  that  when  money  is  raised  for  a  special  purpose, 
under  an  express  limitation  to  a  particular  use,  it  cannot 
lawfully  be  used  for  any  other  purpose.  Any  diversion  of 
it  to  other  purposes  in  order  to  increase  the  debt  limit  can- 
not be  tolerated.  The  debt  remains  in  point  of  law,  and 
must  be  considered  just  as  substantial  as  though  it  had  never 
been  paid.  Borrowing  the  money  from  the  prohibited  fund 
does  not  extinguish  the  debt.  Any  other  holding  would 
commit  us  to  the  palpable  absurdity  of  saying  that  a  person 
may  pay  his  debts  by  taking  money  from  one  pocket  and 
putting  it  in  the  other. 

£y  the  Cotirt. —  The  order  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county  is  reversed,  and  the  case  is  remanded  with  direc- 
tions to  grant  the  injunction  prayed  for,  and  for  further 
proceedings  according  to  law. 


The  Statb  bx  bel.  Runge,  Appellant,  vs.  Aitobeson,  Oity   ^JSlri  m? 

Clerk,  Respondent.  842  u^  289 

42IAi246n 
September  6 — September  20, 1898.  51 U^  116n 


MectwM:  Mandamus  to  control  form  of  ballot:  Jurisdiction  on  appeal 
after  election:  Judgment:  Double  printing  of  nam£8:  Construction 
of  statutes:  Constitutional  law, 

1.  In  a  proceeding  by  mandamus  to  control  the  form  of  the  official  bal- 

lot to  be  used  at  an  election,  the  fact  that  the  election  has  taken 
place  before  a  decision  in  the  appellate  court  does  not  deprive  that 
court  of  jurisdiction  to  determine  aU  the  questions  presented;  and 
although,  in  such  a  case,  the  writ  wiU  be  denied,  yet  if  the  lower 
court  should  have  granted  the  relief  sought,  the  relator  will  be  en- 
titled to  a  reversal,  with  costs,  of  the  order  denying  such  relief,  and 
to  recover  his  costs  in  the  lower  court,  with  nominal  damages. 

2.  Mandamus  to  compel  a  city  clerk  to  place  twice  on  the  official  ballot 

the  name  of  a  candidate  who  has  been  nominated  by  two  parties, 
will  not  be  granted  merely  because  such  double  printing  b  not  pro- 
hibited by  statute. 
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8,  Ch.  288,  Laws  of  1893,  after  providing  that  the  several  regnlar  party 
tickets  shall  each  be  printed  on  the  official  ballot  in  one  column 
under  the  appropriate  party  designation,  further  provided  that,. 
"  when  any  person  is  nominated  for  the  same  office  by  more  than 
one  party  or  convention,  his  name  shall  be  placed  in  each  column  in 
which  the  nominations  of  such  parties  or  conventions  are  given.** 
This  latter  provision  was  changed  by  sea  2,  ch.  348,  Laws  of  1807,  to 
the  following:  ''When  any  person  is  nominated  for  the  same  office 
by  more  than  one  party  or  convention  his  name  shall  be  placed  upon 
the  ticket  under  the  designation  of  the  party  which  first  nominated 
him;  or  if  he  was  nominated  by  more  than  one  party  or  conventi<m 
at  the  same  time,  he  shall,  within  the  time  fixed  by  law  for  filing  cer- 
tificates of  nomination,  file  with  the  officer  with  whom  his  certificate 
of  nomination  is  required  to  be  filed*  a  written  election  indicating 
the  party  designation  under  which  he  desires  his  name  to  be  printed 
on  the  ballots,  and  it  shall  be  so  printed.  If  he  shall  refuse  or  neg- 
lect to  file  such  an  election,  the  officer  with  whom  the  certificate 
of  nomination  is  required  to  be  filed  shall  place  his  name  under  the 
designation  of  either  of  the  parties  by  which  he  was  nominated, 
bui  under  no  other  designation  wliatever"  Held,  that  all  double 
printing  of  names  is  forbidden,  even  in  case  all  the  candidates  of 
one  party  are  also  the  nominees  of  another. 

4k  A  statute  providing  that  regular  party  tickets  shall  each  be  printed 
on  the  official  ballot  in  one  column  under  the  appropriate  party 
designation  is  not  unconstitutional  because  it  further  provides,  in 
effect,  that  the  name  of  a  candidate  shall  not  appear  under  more 
than  one  party  designation,  and  that  no  party  shall  be  entitled  to 
a  place  on  the  ballot  unless  it  polled  a  certain  percentage  of  the 
total  vote  at  the  preceding  general  election,  where,  by  other  pro- 
visions, the  right  of  any  voter  to  vote  for  any  person  for  any  office 
is  preserved.  Winslow,  J.,  dissents,  being  of  the  opinion  that  it  is 
an  unwarrantable  interference  with  the  freedom  of  election  to 
debar  one  party  from  indorsing  the  candidates  of  another  party  ex- 
cept on  pain  of  surrendering  its  existence  as  a  party  and  its  right 
of  representation  upon  the  official  ballot  in  the  future. 


Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwaukee 
county:  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

At  the  proper  time  prior  to  the  spring  election  in  the  city 
of  Milwaukee  for  1898,  the  Democratic  party  duly  placed  in 
nomination  candidates  for  the  several  offices  to  be  voted  for 
at  such  election,  the  petitioner  being  the  nominee  for  the  of- 
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fice  of  city  attorney,  and  thereafter  duly  certified  such  nomi- 
nations to  the  city  clerk  as  required  by  law.  The  day  after 
the  making  of  such  nomination,  the  People's  party  also  duly 
nominated  the  same  persons  as  its  candidates  for  such  of- 
fices, and  thereafter  duly  certified  the  same  to  the  city  clerk. 
Each  of  said  parties  polled  the  required  number  of  votes  at 
the  preceding  general  election  to  entitle  its  candidates  to 
have  their  names  printed  under  its  party  designation  on  the 
ojfficial  ballot,  subject  to  the  provision  of  the  ballot  law  that 
no  name  can  be  printed  more  than  once  on  the  ballot  for  the 
same  office.  The  city  clerk  refused  to  print  the  names  of 
the  candidates  more  than  once,  or  otherwise  than  under  the 
designation  of  the  party  first  placing  them  in  nomination, 
to  wit,  the  Democratic  party.  The  petitioner  thereupon, 
on  a  petition  in  due  form  setting  forth  the  facts,  obtained 
an  alternative  writ  of  mandrnn/us  to  compel  the  printing  of 
the  names  of  the  candidates  under  the  designation  of  the 
People's  party  as  well  as  that  of  the  Democratic  party.  On 
the  return  of  the  alternative  writ,  on  motion  of  respondent 
it  was  quashed,  and  from  the  order  entered  to  that  effect 
the  petitioner  appealed  to  this  court. 

Edga/r  L,  Wood^  attorney,  and  F.  W.  von  Cotzhomsen^  coun- 
sel, for  the  appellant. 

Soward  Van  Wyck^  for  the  respondent. 

Mabshall,  J.  This  appeal  presents  interesting  and  im- 
portant questions  under  the  election  law  of  1897.  The  ac- 
tion was  commenced,  as  the  statement  of  facts  discloses,  prior 
to  the  spring  election  of  1898,  and  could  only  be  effectual 
to  secure  the  object  sought,  by  a  final  determination  in  time 
to  control  the  form  of  the  official  ballot  to  be  used  at  such 
election.  That  has  long  since  passed  into  history,  so  a  judg- 
ment now  entered,  that  the  writ  of  mandamus  issue  pursuant 
to  the  petition  of  the  appellant,  would  be  without  force  and 
of  no  benefit  to  him  whatever.    Therefore,  manifestly,  under 
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the  uniform  practioe  in  such  cases,  such  a  judgment  should 
not  be  entered ;  nevertheless,  if  the  relator  was  entitled  U> 
the  relief  sought  when  the  order  appealed  from  was  en- 
tered, he  is  entitled  to  a  reversal  of  such  order  with  costs, 
and  to  recover  his  costs  in  the  lower  court,  with  nominal 
damages,  as  in  case  of  an  action  for  damages  for  a  false  re- 
turn. K.  S.  1878,  sec.  3453 ;  5  Wait,  Prac.  592.  To  the  extent  of 
sxLoh  costs  and  damages  the  case  is  not  affected  by  the  changed 
condition  which  compels  a  denial  of  the  writ,  so  no  reason 
is  perceived  why  the  appeal  should  not  proceed  to  a  final 
determination  of  all  questions  presented.  This  much  is  said, 
not  because  of  any  objection  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court 
or  to  a  determination  of  any  of  the  questions  argued  in  the 
briefs  of  counsel,  as  both  sides,  as  we  understand  it,  desire 
such  determination,  but  because  attention  was  called  on  the 
argument  and  in  the  briefs  to  the  circumstances  of  the  situ- 
ation  as  if  some  doubt  existed  in  the  minds  of  counsel  as  to* 
whether  the  court  has  now  jurisdiction  to  determine  the  ap- 
peal, or  whether,  if  it  has  such  jurisdiction,  it  is  bound  to- 
exercise  it.  Of  course,  if  the  subject  of  the  action  has  been 
withdrawn  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  by  reason  of 
lapse  of  time,  counsel  cannot  confer  it  by  any  submission 
they  may  make,  and  it  would  be  our  duty  to  dismiss  the 
proceedings.  But,  as  before  stated,  no  reason  is  perceived 
why  the  questions  raised  by  the  motion  to  quash  are  not  all 
preserved  for  review  on  this  appeal,  and  before  us  for  con- 
sideration and  determination. 

The  first  contention  of  the  appellant  is  that  the  statute 
contains  no  express  prohibition  against  placing  the  name  of 
a  candidate  receiving  two  nominations  on  the  ballot  twice, 
and  he  cites  language  from  sees.  88, 41,  Stats.  1898,  as  follows: 
"  When  any  person  is  nominated  for  the  same  office  by  more 
than  one  party  or  convention  his  name  shall  be  placed  upon 
the  ticket  under  the  designation  of  the  party  which  first  1 
nominated  him."    "  Except  as  in  this  chapter  otherwise  pro- 
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vided,  it  shall  ]ye  the  duty  of  each  county  clerk  and  city  clerk 
to  provide  printed  ballots  for  every  election  for  public  ofBcera^ 
to  be  voted  for  in  his  county  or  city,  and  to  cause  to  be 
printed  in  the  appropriate  ballot  the  name  of  every  candidate 
whose  name  has  been  duly  certified  to  or  filed  with  him.'^ 
Suppose  it  to  be  true  that  the  language  quoted  does  not  pro- 
hibit the  placing  of  the  name  of  a  candidate  twice  on  the 
official  ballot;  certainly,  that  does  not  impose  upon  the  officer 
charged  with  the  duty  of  preparing  such  ballot  the  duty  of 
double  printing  to  satisfy  the  mere  wishes  of  one  or  all  par- 
ties. That  is  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  application  for  a  writ 
of  mcmdarrms  to  compel  such  printing,  for  it  is  not  within 
the  office  of  the  writ  to  compel  an  officer  to  do  more  than 
what  the  law  clearly  requires  of  him.  Before  the  petitioner 
for  a  writ  of  mandainus  is  entitled  thereto,  he  must  show 
more  than  that  there  is  a  public  wrong  specially  injurious  to 
him.  He  must  show  that  such  wrong  consists  of  some  failure 
of  official  duty  clearly  imposed  by  law,  and  that  there  is  no 
other  adequate  specific  legal  remedy.  The  duty  must  be 
positive,  not  discretionary,  and  the  right  must  be  so  clear  as 
not  to  admit  of  any  reasonable  controversy.  These  principles 
are  so  elementary  as  not  to  call  for  discussion  or  support  by 
a  citation  of  authorities,  and  effectually  answer  the  conten- 
tion that  appellant  was  entitled  to  a  writ  to  compel  the  put- 
ting of  his  name  twice  on  the  official  ballot  because  such 
double  printing  is  not  prohibited. 

It  is  further  contended  that  if  it  be  true  that  the  officer 
whose  duty  it  was  under  the  law  to  prepare  the  official  bal- 
lot was  not  bound  to  place  the  name  of  a  person  nominated 
by  two  political  parties  on  the  ballot  twice  when  only  one 
or  any  number  less  than  all  the  candidates  on  the  ticket  are 
interested,  the  statute  expressly  requires  such  double  print- 
ing where  all  have  received  two  nominations,  and  in  support 
of  that,  language  in  sec.  38,  Stats.  1898,  is  referred  to  as  fol-^ 
lows:  "  The  several  regular  party  tickets  nominated  by  con- 1 
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ventions  or  by  regularly  constituted  and  authorized  com- 
mittees shall  each  be  printed  in  one  column,  under  the 
appropriate  party  designation,  the  columns  to  be  arranged 
alphabetically  according  to  the  first  letter  of  the  party  name." 
That  language  is  followed  in  the  act  of  1893  [ch.  288],  in  the 
same  section  [28],  with  the  following:  "  When  any  person  is 
nominated  for  the  same  office  by  more  than  one  party  or 
convention,  his  name  shall  be  placed  in  each  column  in  which 
the  nominations  of  such  parties  or  conventions  are  given." 
That  was  changed  by  the  amendatory  act  of  1897  [ch.  348,  \ 
sec.  2]  to  the  following :  "  When  any  person  is  nominated 
for  the  same  office  by  more  than  one  party  or  convention  his ; 
name  shall  be  placed  upon  the  ticket  under  the  designation 
of  the  party  which  first  nominated  him;  or  if  he  was  nomi- 
nated by  more  than  one  party  or  convention  at  the  same 
time,  he  shall,  within  the  time  fixed  by  law  for  filing  certifi- 
cates of  nomination,  file  with  the  officer  with  whom  his  cer- 
tificate of  nomination  is  required  to  be  filed  a  written  election 
indicating  the  party  designation  under  which  he  desires  his , 
name  to  be  printed  on  the  ballots,  and  it  shall  be  so  printed. ' 
If  he  shall  refuse  or  neglect  to  so  file  such  an  election,  the  . 
officer  with  whom  the  certificate  of  nomination  is  required 
to  be  filed  shall  place  his  name  under  the  designation  of  '. 
either  of  the  parties  by  which  he  was  nominated,  but  under  ! 
no  other  designation  whatever."    Taking  the  amended  sec-  ' 
tion  as  a  whole,  the  legislative  intent  to  provide  for  thej 
printing  of  the  name  of  each  candidate  regularly  nominated 
and  certified  by  a  party  convention,  having  the  legal  quali 
fication  to  be  known  as  a  party,  once  on  the  official  ballot,; 
and  to  expressly  prohibit  the  printing  of  it  otherwise,  seems 
to  be  too  clear  for  controversy.   The  first  part  of  the  amend- 
atory act,  in  mandatory  language,  requires  the  printing  of 
the  name  of  a  candidate  receiving  two  nominations  under 
the  party  designation  of  the  party  first  nominating  him  in- 
stead of  under  both  party  designations  as  required  by  the 
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old  law,  and  that  is  followed  by  the  very  plain  provision 
that,  in  case  of  two  nominations  at  the  same  time,  the  can- 
didate shall  have  his  choice  as  to  the  party  designation  nnder 
which  his  name  shall  appear,  and  that  is  followed  by  the 
further  provision  that  if  he  fails  to  make  a  choice  between 
the  two  nominations  the  officer  shall  make  the  choice  for 
him  and  the  name  shall  be  printed  accordingly  and  under 
no  other  designation  whatever.  The  rule  that  language 
which  is  plain  does  not  admit  of  judicial  explanation  or  con- 
struction applies  here.  The  words  referred  to  will  admit  of 
but  one  construction,  therefore  we  are  bound  to  take  that  as 
expressing  the  legislative  will  and  give  force  to  it,  unless  it 
contravenes  some  provision  of  the  state  or  national  constitu- 
tion. The  language  of  the  first  part  of  the  amendment,  to 
wit,  "  his  name  shall  be  placed  upon  the  ticket  under  the 
designation  of  the  party  which  first  nominated  him,"  carries 
with  it  by  implication,  in  view  of  the  language  of  the  old 
act  which  it  displaces,  a  prohibition  against  double  printing. 
Then  the  prohibiting  clause  with  which  the  amendment 
terminates  as  clearly  refers  to  all  that  precedes  it  as  if  the 
punctuation  were  such  as  to  indicate  such  reference. 

But  it  is  contended  that  if  the  meaning  of  the  language 
discussed  in  the  foregoing  is  in  accordance  with  the  conclu- 
sion which  we  have  reached,  it  has  no  application  to  a  case 
where  all  the  candidates  of  one  party  are  also  the  nominees 
of  another,  and  that  contention  is  supported  by  reading  into 
the  statute  a  provision  something  like  this:  provided  how- 
ever that  this  shall  not  apply  to  cases  where  the  candidates 
nominated  by  one  party  and  duly  certified  as  herein  provided 
are  identical  with  those  nominated  and  certified  by  another 
party  having  the  requisite  qualification  to  nominate.  Courts 
may  supply  omitted  words  or  even  clauses  where  the  mean- 
ing is  clear  from  the  context  and  such  words  and  clauses  are 
necessary  to  harmonize  all  parts  of  the  act  with  its  evident 

controlling  purpose,  but  not  otherwise.     No  such  condition 
Vol.  100 — 34 
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is  presented  by  the  act  under  consideration,  but  on  the  con- 
trary the  legislative  idea,  unmistakably  expressed,  is  that 
the  name  of  a  person  shall  appear  as  a  candidate  for  public 
office  but  once  on  the  official  ballot,  and  no  word  or  clause 
can  be  read  into  the  act  by  construction  not  consistent  with 
that  plain  purpose,  without  violating  one  of  the  plainest  rules 
for  judicial  construction.  Suth.  Stat.  Const.  §§  261, 262;  OH- 
hert  V.  Dutruitj  91  Wis.  661;  Glohua  t?.  HoUister  M.  Co,  92 
Wis.  325 ;  Lake  Co.  v.  Rollina,  130  U.  S.  662. 

But  it  is  said  that  the  law  is  not  constitutional  because  it 
violates  sec.  3,  art.  Ill,  of  the  constitution  of  Wisconsin,  which 
provides  that  all  votes  shall  be  by  ballot.  To  support  that, 
it  is  argued  that  the  law  takes  from  the  voter  the  constitu- 
tional privilege  of  making  his  own  ballot  and  depositing  it 
as  80  prepared.  No  reason  for  this  contention  is  perceived. 
The  word  "  ballot "  and  the  expression  "  vote  by  ballot "  had 
a  well-understood  and  universal  meaning  at  the  time  of  the 
adoption  of  the  constitution,  and  it  must  be  taken  as  the  law 
that  the  thought  which  was  in  the  minds  of  the  framers  of 
the  constitution  was  in  harmony  with  such  meaning.  Any 
attempt  to  go  outside  of  that  would  be  usurpation,  not  inter- 
pretation or  construction.  It  would  be  a  method  of  judicial 
procedure  that  would  render  any  legislation,  however  plainly 
worded,  subject  to  change  by  judicial  construction  to  suit  the 
judgment  of  courts  as  to  the  best  legislative  policy.  The 
word  "  ballot "  means,  in  the  election  of  public  officers,  and 
always  meant,  a  paper  so  prepared  by  printing  or  writing 
thereon  as  to  show  the  voter's  choice,  and  "vote  by  ballot'^ 
the  deposit  of  such  paper  in  a  box  in  such  a  way  as  to  con- 
ceal the  voter's  choice  if  he  so  desires.  In  that  sense  and  in 
no  other  the  words  were  used  in  the  constitution,  and  they 
secure  to  each  person  entitled  to  vote  the  rights  which  their 
meaning  clearly  conveys,  and  they  are  in  no  way  interfered 
with  by  the  act  under  consideration.  The  official  ballot,  so 
called,  is  not  complete  when  furnished  to  the  elector  as  he 
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enters  the  booth  to  prepare  his  ballot.  It  is  a  mere  form 
for  a  ballot.  "When  marked  and  prepared  by  the  voter  so  ' 
as  to  show  his  choice  at  the  election,  then,  and  not  till  then, 
does  it  become  his  constitutional  ballot;  and  it  is  not,  and 
cannot  be,  contended  but  that  the  freest  opportunity  practi- 
cable is  given  under  the  law  for  the  voter  to  deposit  such 
ballot  so  as  to  conceal  his  choice  of  candidates,  indicated 
therein,  if  he  so  desires.  It  follows  that  no  constitutional 
guaranty  in  regard  to  voting  by  ballot  is  in  any  way  con-  - 
travened. 

Our  attention  is  called  in  the  briefs  of  counsel  to  many 
cases  where  constitutional  and  other  questions  are  discussed 
under  laws  similar  to  the  Wisconsin  law,  and  considerable 
significance  is  given  to  some  which  require  notice  in  this 
opinion.  The  one  most  relied  on  is  Fisher  v.  Dudley y  74 
Md.  242.  The  court  there  decided  that  a  candidate  twice 
nominated  was  entitled  to  two  places  on  the  ticket  as  a  can- 
didate for  the  same  office,  but  the  decision  turned  on  the 
construction  of  the  Maryland  statute,  not  on  any  constitu- 
tional question.  It  was  held  that  the  plain  purpose  of  the 
legislature,  by  the  language  used,  was  to  give  each  person 
nominated  a  place  on  the  ticket  for  each  nomination  he  re- 
ceived in  any  of  the  ways  provided  for  by  law.  Of  course 
neither  the  decision  nor  the  reasoning  leading  up  to  it  can 
liave  any  weight  in  this  case,  inasmuch  as  we  hold  that  by 
plain  language  of  the  Wisconsin  statute  the  double  printing 
of  the  names  of  candidates  is  expressly  prohibited. 

In  So/win  v.  Pease  (Wyo.),  42  Pac.  Eep.  750,  the  law  under 
consideration  provided  for  the  printing  of  the  names  of  the 
candidates  in  alphabetical  order,  with  the  designation  of 
the  nominating  party,  and  the  court  held  that  the  name  of 
each  candidate  could  be  placed  upon  the  ticket  but  once. 
There  was  no  express  requirement  one  way  or  the  other  as 
to  double  printing.  The  question  turned  upon  the  construc- 
tion of  the  language  used  and  the  general  purpose  of  the 
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act.  In  Simpson  v.  Oshorn^  52  Kan.  328,  it  was  held  that 
under  the  Kansas  statute  a  candidate  was  entitled  to  have 
his  name  printed  under  as  many  party  designations  as  he 
received  nominations.  In  Miller  v,  Pennoyer^  23  Oreg.  364; 
State  ex  rd,  Sturdevcmt  v.  Allen,  43  Neb.  651;  and  People  ex 
rel.  Eaton  v.  District  Court,  18  Colo.  26,  the  contrary  was 
held,  all  turning,  however,  on  the  particular  wording  of  the 
particular  statute  under  consideration.  No  valuable  pur- 
pose will  be  served  by  quoting  at  length  from  the  opinions. 
Suffice  it  to  say  that  all  support  the  views  to  which  we  have 
arrived,  so  far  as  the  questions  considered  are  similar. 

There  are  several  other  cases,  some  of  which  are  cited  in 
the  briefs  of  counsel  and  some  not,  where  laws  similar  in 
most  respects  to  the  Wisconsin  law  were  challenged  on  con- 
stitutional grounds,  because  of  the  feature  limiting  the  par- 
ties entitled  to  be  named  on  the  official  ballot  to  such  as 
polled  a  specified  percentage  of  the  total  vote  at  the  preced- 
ing general  election,  in  that  such  provision  discriminates 
between  classes  of  voters  and  unreasonably  interferes  with 
the  freedom  of  the  elective  franchise.  We  are  unable  to 
find  that  any  of  such  attacks  were  successful  except  in  Eaton 
V,  Brown,  96  Cal.  371.  When  that  case  is  carefully  read  and 
understood  in  the  light  of  subsequent  changes  in  the  Cali- 
fornia law  and  the  position  of  the  court  thereafter,  it  will 
be  readily  seen  that  it  does  not  support  the  contention  of 
appellant.  The  law,  when  the  case  arose,  contained  such  a 
method  of  marking  to  designate  the  voter's  choice  that  the 
effect  of  marking  the  head  of  the  ticket,  intending  to  vote 
what  may  be  called  the  straight  ticket,  and  of  marking  an 
individual  nomination  or  a  candidate  outside  of  such  straight 
ticket,  was  that  the  whole  vote  was  thereby  rendered  void, 
and  as  the  straight  ticket  often  only  included  the  state 
officers,  while  local  parties  placed  in  nomination  local  offi- 
cers, it  was  impossible  for  a  voter  to  so  mark  his  ticket  as  to 
vote  for  some  person  for  each  office.     On  that  ground,  and 
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not  because  of  the  mere  qualification  for  party  representa- 
tion on  the  ballot,  the  law  was  declared  unconstitutional  by 
a  majority  of  the  court.  A  minority,  consisting  of  two  jus- 
tices, held  the  law  unconstitutional  solely  because  of  the 
qualification.  At  the  next  session  of  the  legislature  the  ob- 
jection which  ruled  the  case  was  removed  by  amendment, 
leaving  the  qualification  for  party  representation  on  the 
ticket  without  change,  and,  on  the  law  as  changed  being 
again  challenged,  it  was  sustained,  two  justices  dissenting. 
Craig  v.  Browriy  114  Cal.  480.  So  we  are  safe  in  saying  that 
the  decision  in  Eaton  v,  Brown^  sujpra^  is  not  authority  to 
the  point  that  a  reasonable  qualification  for  party  representa- 
tion upon  an  ofificial  ballot  is  an  unconstitutional  discrimina* 
tion  between  different  classes  of  voters.  On  the  contrary 
the  California  court  sustains  the  qualification,  and  to  the 
same  effect  are  Ransom  v.  Blacky  54  N.  J.  Law,  446 ;  State 
ex  rel.  Stv/rdevant  v.  AUen^  43  Neb.  661 ;  Todd  v.  Board  of 
Election  Comm^ra^  104  Mich.  474;  State  ex  rel.  Batema/n  v. 
Bode,  55  Ohio  St.  224;  DeWaZt  v.  Ba^Uey,  146  Pa.  St.  529; 
Miner  v.  Olin,  159  Mass.  487.  With  few  exceptions  every 
state  in  the  Union  now  has  a  ballot  law  modeled  after  the 
so-called  Australian  system,  and  all  have  some  qualification 
for  party  representation  upon  the  official  ballot,  and  many, 
either  by  express  provision  or  by  judicial  construction,  pro- 
hibit the  double  printing  of  names  of  candidates  upon  it.  In 
no  case  that  we  have  been  able  to  find,  or  to  which  our  at- 
tention has  been  called  by  counsel,  is  that  feature  held  to 
render  the  law  unconstitutional. 

If  a  question  can  be  settled  beyond  reasonable  controversy 
by  judicial  authority  outside  our  own  jurisdiction,  it  would 
seem  that  the  objections  raised  to  the  Wisconsin  ballot  law 
in  this  case  have  been  so  settled.  Manifestly,  the  right  to', 
vote,  the  secrecy  of  the  vote,  and  the  purity  of  elections,  all  • 
essential  to  the  success  of  our  form  of  government,  cannot 
be  secured  without  legislative  regulations.    Such  regulations,. 


534         SUPEEME  COUET  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

The  State  ex  reL  Runge  v&  Anderson. 

within  reasonable  limits,  strengthen  and  make  eflfective  the 
constitutional  guaranties  instead  of  impairing  or  destroying 
them.  Some  interference  with  freedom  of  action  is  permis- 
sible and  necessarily  incident  to  the  power  to  regulate  at  all, 
as  some  interference  with  personal  liberty  is  necessary  and 
incident  to  government;  and  so  far  as  legislative  regulations 
are  reasonable  and  bear  on  all  persons  equally  so  far  as  prac- 
ticable in  view  of  the  constitutional  end  sought,  they  cannot 
be  rightfully  said  to  contravene  any  constitutional  right. 
To  paraphrase  from  the  language  of  Chief  Justice  Makshall 
as  to  implied  powers  conferred  by  the  national  constitu- 
tion,—  so  long  as  the  end  be  legitimate  and  within  the  scope 
of  the  constitution,  all  means  appropriate  and  plainly  adapted 
to  such  end  and  consistent  with  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the 
constitution,  if  not  prohibited,  are  constitutional;  but  if  the 
legislature  proceeds  beyond  the  limits  indicated,  so  as  to 
leave  no  reasonable  doubt  on  the  question,  its  act  will  meet 
the  bar  of  the  constitution,  as  maintained  by  that  branch  of 
the  government  to  which  such  maintenance  is  specially  in- 
trusted, and  such  branch  will  not  hesitate  to  nullify  such 
act.  We  are  unable  to  see  anything  in  the  present  ballot  V 
law  which  passes  beyond  the  bounds  of  reasonable  regula-  [ 
tion  in  view  of  the  end  sought, —  the  right  of  all  to  vote  in  I 
secrecy  and  upon  the  basis  of  political  equality  and  purity.  1 
True,  a  political  party  cannot  be  represented  as  such  on  the 
official  ballot  unless  it  polled,  at  the  preceding  general  elec- 
tion, at  least  two  per  cent,  of  the  votes  oast  in  the  election 
district,  but  that  does  not  in  any  manner  prevent  any  voter 
from  voting  for  any  person  he  sees  fit,  for  any  office.  The 
law  requires  blanks  to  be  left  under  the  name  of  each  candi- 
date, sufficient  for  the  voter  to  write  a  name  therein  in  place 
of  the  one  printed.  He  is  permitted  thus  to  split  his  ticket 
as  he  sees  fit,  so  that  it  will  contain  the  names  of  some  candi- 
dates of  one  party  and  some  of  another,  according  to  his 
choice,  and  then  he  is  permitted  to  vote  the  ticket  so  pre- 
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pared  by  a  single  mark  at  the  top  in  the  place  provided  for 
that  purpose,  or  he  may  designate  the  candidates  of  his 
choice  by  separate  markings,  and  all  reasonable  safeguards 
are  thrown  around  him  to  prevent  his  so  marking  his  ticket 
as  to  lose  his  vote  for  any  candidate  he  desires  to  vote  for. 
In  addition  he  is  permitted  to  prepare  a  sample  ballot  on  a 
form  similar  in  all  respects  to  the  official  ballot  except  as  to 
the  color  of  the  paper,  and  take  it  with  him  into  the  booth 
to  copy  from,  and  he  is  further  allowed  to  have  an  assistant, 
or  two  if  he  desires,  on  making  the  necessity  therefor  known 
to  the  inspectors  of  election.  An  inspection  of  all  the  so- 
called  Australian  ballot  laws  now  in  force  in  the  several 
states  will  not  disclose  a  more  perfect  system  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  voter  in  his  constitutional  right  to  vote  on  an 
equality  with  every  other  voter,  and  to  designate  in  secrecy 
his  choice,  than  is  found  in  the  Wisconsin  law. 

Some  discrimination  between  classes  as  to  the  manner  of 
securing  representation  upon  the  ballot  is  unavoidable  in 
any  practicable  system  of  voting  by  the  use  of  official  bal- 
lots; otherwise  there  would  be  no  limit  to  its  size  and  it. 
would  be  so  complicated  and  confusing  as  to  certainly  ma-l 
terially  impair  the  freedom  of  the  elective  franchise.  The 
exercise  of  that  right  would  be  liable  to  become  so  burden- 
some that  many  would  not  feel  able  to  bear  it,  and  others 
would  not  care  to  do  so.  As  Chief  Justice  Paxson  said,  in 
DeWalt  V.  Bartley^  146  Pa.  St.  529,  without  some  limit  to 
the  right  to  be  called  a  party  and  to  be  represented  as  such 
upon  the  official  ballot,  any  number  of  persons,  however 
small,  might  claim  such  right  and  to  be  a  representative 
organization,  as  did  the  three  tailors  of  Tooley  street  who 
are  said  to  have  held  a  meeting  and  petitioned  the  parlia- 
ment of  England  for  a  redress  of  public  grievances,  styling 
themselves,  "  We,  the  people  of  England." 

The  qualification  feature,  as  observed  by  other  courts,  is 
really  the  most  serious  objection  to  the  law,  yet  we  are  not 
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prepared  to  say  that  it  passes  the  limit  of  reasonable  regula- 
tion within  the  principles  before  stated.  The  right  of  the 
individual  to  vote  for  the  candidate  of  his  choice  is  not  inter- 
fered with  by  it,  and  that  is  the  constitutional  right  guar- 
anteed. Mere  party  fealty  and  party  sentiment,  which  in- «' 
fluences  men  to  desire  to  be  known  as  members  of  a  particular  1 
organization,  are  not  the  subjects  of  constitutional  care.  It 
deals  with  the  individual  right  of  the  citizen  to  vote  for  the 
candidates  of  his  choice,  and  if  that  be  not  impaired,  and 
reasonable  opportunity  be  furnished  for  equal  representa- 
tion on  the  official  ballot  under  a  party  designation,  no  un- 
just discrimination  can  successfully  be  claimed.  Men  are 
supposed  to  stand  for  principles  when  placed  in  nomination 
by  political  parties,  and  when  the  candidates  of  one  party 
are  identical  with  those  of  another  it  is  supposed,  and  not 
unreasonably,  that  for  the  time  being  at  least,  though  there 
be  two  organizations  there  is  but  one  platform  of  principles^ 
and  that  one  party  designation  on  the  official  ballot  will 
satisfy  all  legitimate  requirements  of  bpth.  The  confusion, 
and  uncertainty  that  would  arise  in  such  a  case  from  the 
double  printing  of  names,  furnishes  a  strong  reason  for  pro- 
hibiting it,  and  that,  with  the  other  reasons  mentioned,, 
strongly  support  the  wisdom  of  the  prohibition  as  a  properj 
legislative  regulation. 

Thus  testing  the  law  under  consideration  by  all  the  con- 
stitutional limitations  and  guaranties  suggested  by  appellant, 
and  viewing  it  from  a  practical  rather  than  a  sentimental 
standpoint,  we  cannot  pronounce  it  unconstitutional  with 
that  degree  of  certainty  requisite  to  judicial  condemnation. 
This  conclusion  is  reached  also  having  in  view  that  our  sys- 
tem of  government,  and  natural  justice  as  well,  requires  the 
exercise  of  the  elective  franchise  to  be  as  free,  as  simple,  and 
as  easy  as  can  be  consistently  with  the  independent,  honest, 
and  intelligent  individual  action  of  the  voter.  If  all  men 
were  pure  in  their  relations  to  each  other  and  the  state, — 


Wis.]  august  TERM,  1898.  53T 


The  State  ex  rel.  Runge  vs.  Anderson. 


were  not  only  able  to,  but  would  with  certainty,  correctly  per- 
form all  the  duties  of  citizenship, —  very  little  of  the  great 
mass  of  statute  laws  which  we  possess  would  be  of  any  prac- 
tical use.  But  such  is  not  the  case.  We  must  therefore  deal 
with  things  as  they  are  and  as  they  must  ever  continue  to 
be.  We  must  appreciate  the  fact  that  without  wise  and  care- 
ful legislative  regulations,  supplementing  the  constitutional 
guaranties,  the  elective  franchise  might  be  so  abused,  and 
the  means  of  such  corruption,  as  not  only  to  nullify  its  con- 
trolling purpose,  but  every  purpose  of  popular  constitutional 
government.  That  extremists  may  carry  such  regulations 
too  far  is  by  no  means  improbable,  but  when  they  do  it  will 
be  met  by  that  other  safeguard,  the  court,  without  which 
constitutional  guaranties  might  easily  be  evaded  and  ren- 
dered useless  by  the  ingenuity  of  legislatures. 
By  the  Court —  The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  affirmed.  I 

WmsLow,  J.    I  regard  the  provision  of  the  election  law 
which  is  attacked  in  this  case  as  an  unwarrantable  interfer- 
ence with  the  freedom  of  election,  and  hence  void.     Its  on]j''M 
purpose  is  to  prevent  fusion  between  two  parties.     This  is 
plain  to  the  most  casual  reader.     That  it  will  quite  eflfect- 
ively  accomplish  this  purpose  seems  equally  plain;  that  it  is 
a  laudable,  or  even  lawful,  purpose,  I  deny.    If  one  party, 
has  named  a  worthy  ticket,  there  is  no  reason,  in  law  or!  ■ 
morals,  why  another  should  be  debarred  from  indorsing  that!  I 
ticket  except  on  pain  of  surrendering  its  existence.     It  is 
easy  to  say  that  the  rights  of  the  elector  are  not  infringed; 
that  he  may  still  vote  for  the  men  of  his  choice,  because 
their  names  are  on  the  oiHcial  ballot;  and  that  the  party 
designation  makes  no  difference  in  the  result.    This  argu- 
ment is,  in  my  opinion,  unsatisfactory.     Political  rights  are.- 
universally  exercised  through  party  organizations,  and  such  *, ' 
organizations  are  recognized  by  this  very  law.     When  the 
law  interferes  with  the  freedom  of  action  of  the  party,  it 
necessarily  interferes  with  the  freedom  of  action  of  the  citi- ' 
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zens  who  compose  that  party.  This  law  says  to  the  party, 
4ind  through  the  party  to  the  electors  composing  it:  "Tou 
«hall  not  indorse  candidates  of  any  other  party,  except  on 
condition  that  you  surrender  your  existence  as  a  party  and 
lose  your  right  of  representation  upon  the  official  ballot  in 
the  future."  Knowing,  as  we  do,  the  strength  of  party  ties, 
and  the  practical  necessity  of  party  organizations,  it  seems 
to  me  that  this  threat  is  neither  necessary  nor  reasonable. 
It  cannot  be  claimed  that  this  provision  is  aimed  at  any  evillj 
practices  or  wrongful  act.  It  will  prevent  no  illegal  vote 
from  being  cast,  nor  wiU  it  stop  any  corrupt  practice,  nor 
in  any  way*  preserve  the  purity  of  the  ballot.  There  is,  in 
my  judgment,  no  reason,  in  good  morals  or  in  the  principles 
of  republican  government,  for  any  such  device.  It  is  well 
to  surround  the  ballot  with  reasonable  regulations,  and  to 
adopt  all  precautions  that  will  prevent  corruption  and  illegal 
voting;  but  it  is  not  well  to  make  the  b:illot  difficult  for  the:! 
honest  voter,  nor  to  adopt  devices  which  tend  only  to  hin-n 
der  the  full  exercise  of  political  rights. 
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The  State  ex  eel.  The  Chicago  &  Nobthwestern  Raiit 
WAY  Company  vs.  The  Oshkosh,  Alooma  &  Bulok 
Wolf  Eailboad  Company. 

September  SO— October  11, 1898, 
Appealable  order:  Railroads:  Eminent  domain:  Certiorari. 

L  An  order  appointing  commissioners  of  appraisal  in  a  proceeding  to 
condemn  land  for  a  railroad  right  of  way,  is  a  final  order  made  by 
the  court  in  a  special  proceeding,  and  hence  appealable. 

^  The  question  whether  the  i)etitioner  in  such  a  case  was  a  railroad 
corporation,  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute  authorizing  condem- 
nation, and  had  the  right  of  eminent  domain,  may  properly  be  de- 
termined on  an  appeal  from  the  order  appointing  commissioners; 
and  the  remedy  by  appeal  being  adequate  for  that  purpose^  certio- 
rari will  not  lie. 
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Certiorari  to  review  proceedings  of  the  circuit  court  for 
Winnebago  county :  Geo.  W.  Burnell,  Circuit  Judge.  The 
respondent  moved  to  quash  the  writ.    Motion  granted. 

Geo,  IT.  NoyeSy  for  the  motion.     . 

In  opposition  there  was  a  brief  by  Fuli^  Ca/ry^  Uph/mi  dk 
Black,  and  oral  argument  by  J.  T.  Fish. 

The  motion  was  granted  October  11, 1898,  and  the  follow- 
ing opinion  was  filed  November  22, 1898: 

WmsLow,  J.  The  OsKkosk^  Algoma  (6  Black  Wolf  Ra/Hr- 
road  Comjpamy  is  a  corporation  organized  for  the  purpose  of 
constructing  and  operating  a  railroad  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  persons  only  from  a  point  within  the  limits  of  the 
city  of  Oshkosh,  through  the  towns  of  Algoma  and  Black 
Wolf,  to  the  shore  of  Lake  Winnebago.  Desiring  to  cross 
the  tracks  and  right  of  waj'^  of  the  relator,  it  commenced 
condemnation  proceedings  for  that  purpose  in  the  circuit 
court  by  petition.  The  relator  appeared  upon  the  hearing, 
and,  among  other  objections,  raised  the  objection  that  the  re- 
spondent was  not  a  railroad  corporation,  within  the  meaning 
of  the  law  authorizing  condemnation,  and  had  not  the  right 
of  eminent  domain.  The  objections  were  overruled,  and  an 
order  made  by  the  court  appointing  commissioners.  There- 
upon the  relator  sued  out  a  writ  of  certiorari  from  this  court, 
and,  after  return,  the  respondent  moved  to  quash  the  writ. 

The  motion  must  be  granted.  The  order  in  question  was 
a  final  order  made  hy  tlte  court  in  a  special  proceeding,  and 
hence  was  appealable.  Gill  v.  M.  <&  L.  W.  R.  Co.  76  Wis. 
293;  Wis.  Cent.  B.  Co.  v.  Cornell  University,  49  Wis.  162. 
Appeal  from  the  order  is  an  entirely  adequate  remedy  to  test 
the  question  raised  by  the  relator.  The  general  rule  is  well 
established  that  a  common-law  certiorari  will  not  issue  where 
a  party  has  an  adequate  remedy  by  appeal.  Wardsworth  v. 
Sibley,  38  Wis.  484;  McCaffrey  v.  jS^lan,  1  Wis.  361;  Harris, 
Certiorari,  §  44. 

By  the  Court — Writ  quashed. 
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Maetik,  Appellant,  vs.  Remikgton  and  wife,  Respondents. 

September  SO  —  October  11, 1898. 

Dd)tor  and  creditor:  Conveyance  by  husband  to  wife:  Consideration: 

Besulting  trtist:  Agency. 

L  A  city  lot  was  purchased  and  improved  with  money  from  the  sepa- 
rate estate  of  a  married  woman,  but  the  title  was  taken  in  the 
name  of  her  husband.  Afterwards,  acting  through  her  husband  as 
agent,  she  traded  said  lot  for  other  land,  receiving  some  cash,  and 
this,  with  other  money  belonging  to  her  separate  estate,  was  in- 
vested in  speculative  purchases  of  real  estate  which  resulted  in 
large  profits,  the  husband  investing  no  money  of  his  own,  but  tak- 
ing the  title  to  the  several  parcels  in  his  own  name  for  convenience, 
until  finally  he  conveyed  to  the  wife  the  lands  which  were  the  out- 
come of  the  various  transactions.  Heid,  that  prior  to  the  statute 
(sea  2077,  R  S.  1878),  there  would  have  been  a  valid  residting  trust 
in  favor  of  the  wife  in  each  of  the  various  parcels  of  land  so  held 
by  the  husband,  and,  although  such  trusts  have  been  abolished, 
yet  his  conveyance  in  execution  thereof  was  founded  upon  a  suffi- 
cient consideration  and,  in  the  absence  of  fraud,  is  valid  even  as 
against  his  creditors. 

2.  The  increment  of  a  wife's  property  due  to  the  sagacity  and  industry 
of  her  husband  cannot  be  reached  by  his  creditors. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee CQunty:  Geo.  E.  Sutherland,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  is  an  action  in  the  nature  of  a  creditors'  bill  to  set 
aside  certain  conveyances  of  real  estate  made  by  the  defend- 
ant Alvah  Remington  to  his  wife,  as  frauds  upon  creditors. 
The  facts  were  that  on  the  19th  of  October,  1892,  Alvah^ 
with  others,  guaranteed  the  payment  of  a  note  and  mort- 
gage given  by  a  real-estate  company  upon  certain  lands  in 
the  town  of  Lake  for  the  sum  of  $9,000,  and  the  plaintiff 
thereupon  purchased  the  same.  On  the  6th  of  June,  1896, 
the  plaintiff  commenced  an  action  of  foreclosure  of  said 
mortgage,  making  Bemington  a  defendant,  and  claiming  a 
personal  judgment  against  him  and  the  other  guarantors 
for  any  deficiency,  and  the  summons  was  on  that  day  served 
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upon  the  defendant  Ma/rion  Hemington^  Alvah  not  being 
found.  Thereafter  judgment  of  foreclosure  was  duly  ob- 
tained, and  the  real  estate  sold,  and  on  the  2d  of  February, 
1897,  the  plaintiff  obtained  judgment  for  deficiency  against 
Al/oah  as  guarantor  for  the  sum  of  $8,787.11.  Upon  this 
judgment  execution  was  issued  and  returned  unsatisfied,  and 
this  action  was  commenced. 

On  the  5th  of  June,  1895,  being  the  same  day  upon  which 
the  foreclosure  action  was  commenced,  Alvah  deeded  to 
Marion  a  house  and  lot  on  Marshall  street,  in  the  city  of 
Milwaukee  (hereafter  known  as  the  Marshall  street  prop- 
erty), also  certain  lots  in  Kneeland's  addition  in  said  city,  no 
consideration  for  such  transfer  being  paid  by  Marion  at  the 
time.  AVvah  had  practically  no  other  property  at  the  time 
of  the  transfer,  and  the  conveyance  thus  made  him  insolvent. 
In  1896,  Marion  sold  the  Kneeland's  addition  property,  re- 
ceiving a  mortgage  of  $6,000  thereon  and  certain  other  real 
estate  in  exchange,  and  she  made  other  transfers  of  such 
real  estate,  which  finally  resulted  in  her  obtaining  tifle  to 
four  lots  in  Cambridge  addition,  in  the  Eighteenth  ward  of 
the  city  of  Milwaukee,  and  subject  to  a  mortgage  of  $3,000 
thereon.  In  October,  1896,  she  mortgaged  the  Marshall 
street  property  for  $3,500. 

The  plaintiff's  claim  is  that  the  transfers  of  June  5, 1895, 
were  entirely  without  consideration  and  fraudulent  as  to 
creditors.  On  the  other  hand,  the  defendants  claim  that 
this  property  was  all  in  fact  the  separate  property  of  Marion^ 
resulting  from  an  original  investment  of  $1,900,  and  that  it 
was  held  by  Alvah  tot  convenience  only  and  in  trust  for  her 
benefit,  and  that  the  conveyance  thereof  was  simply  made 
to  carry  out  that  trust,  with  no  intent  to  defraud  Alvah^s 
creditors. 

The  evidence  further  showed  that  the  parties  were  mar- 
ried in  1887,  Alvah  then  being  employed  at  a  salary  of  $60 
per  month,  and  being  without  property,  and  that  Marion 
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then  had  $500,  which  she  had  theretofore  earned.    In  April, 

1889,  Alvah  arranged  with  one  Stone  to  buy  two  lots  in  a 
town  plat  called  "  Idlewild  No.  2,"  in  the  town  of  Milwau- 
kee, outside  of  the  city  limits,  for  the  purpose  of  building  a 
house  and  making  a  homestead  thereon.  The  lots  were  sup- 
posed to  be  worth  $2,000,  but  were  sold  to  Remington  for 
$1,000,  in  consideration  that  he  would  build  a  house  and  live 
thereon.  In  payment  of  the  $1,000,  Stone  took  AlvalCs 
note,  indorsed  by  Marion  and  Mrs.  Connolly,  her  mother. 
The  deed  was  made  out  in  Alvah?8  name,  and  the  land  was 
thereupon  mortgaged  by  AVoah  and  his  wife  to  a  third  per- 
son, with  the  proceeds  of  which  mortgage  and  the  $500  pos- 
sessed by  Marion  the  house  was  built.  The  $1,000  note  was 
afterwards  paid  by  Mrs.  Connolly,  as  she  claims  for  the 
benefit  of  her  daughter  and  as  an  advancement  to  her.  The 
evidence  does  not  show  that  anything  was  said  between 
the  parties  as  to  how  or  under  what  understanding  Alvah 
should  hold  the  title  to  the  property,  and  the  fact  seems  to 
be  that  Stone  caused  the  deed  to  be  made  direct  to  Alvah 
on  his  own  motion.  No  note  or  evidence  of  indebtedness 
was  given  by  Alvah  at  any  time  for  either  the  $1,000  or  the 
$500,  nor  was  any  such  thing  afterwards  asked  or  talked 
about. 

The  evidence  tends  to  show  that  Marion,  in  September, 

1890,  received  $400  from  her  father's  estate,  and  that  it  was 
used  in  the  real-estate  transactions  hereafter  mentioned,  and 
with  no  arrangement  or  understanding  as  to  its  repayment. 
In  December,  1890,  the  Idlewild  lots  were  sold  for  $500 
cash  and  the  equity  in  five  other  lots  in  the  same  locality. 
In  January,  1891,  there  commenced  a  series  of  real-estate 
transactions  conducted  by  Remington  in  his  own  name  by 
which  large  profits  were  made,  and  Marion  claims  that  the 
money  used  in  these  transactions  was  all  of  it  either  a  part 
of  the  $1,900  of  her  separate  estate  or  the  fruits  thereof.  In 
January,  1891,  ten  acres  were  purchased  upon  contract  in 
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the  village  of  Whitefish  Bay  and  $700  paid  thereon,  which 
ten  acres  were  shortly  afterwards  disposed  of  at  a  profit  of 
$2,340.  In  January,  1891,  two  of  the  Idlewild  lots  were  ex- 
changed for  a  house  and  four  lots  in  the  village  of  "Whitefish 
Bay,  known  as  the  Lawndale  property,  which  then  became 
the  homestead  of  the  parties.  In  July,  1891,  $1,000  was  paid 
as  first  payment  upon  another  ten  acres  of  land  in  Whitefish 
Bay,  which,  in  October,  1891,  were  sold  to  a  real-estate  com- 
pany, and  a  second  mortgage  of  $7,500  received  by  Alvah 
in  payment.  In  all  the  transactions  before  named  the  title 
to  the  premises  was  taken  and  held  by  Alvah^  and  the  mort- 
gage of  $7,500  ran  to  him,  and  Alvah  in  fact  conducted  all 
the  business  after  consulting  with  his  wife. 

Alvah  held  the  $7,500  mortgage  in  his  own  name  on  the 
records  until  March  29,  1894,  when  he  made  and  recorded  a 
nominal  assignment  thereof  to  one  Martz,  which  assignment 
was  made  simply  to  escape  taxation,  and  on  the  same  day 
Martz  reassigned  the  mortgage  to  Remington^  such  reassign- 
ment not  being  recorded.  On  the  30th  of  March,  1894, 
Alvah  signed  an  assignment  of  said  mortgage  to  Marion;  but 
it  does  not  appear  that  said  assignment  was  ever  deliveredy 
nor  was  said  assignment  acknowledged  until  October  lOy 
1894,  when  Alvah  bought  of  one  Bingham  the  Marshall 
street  property,  and  gave  for  such  property  the  $7,500  mort- 
gage, with  $450  accrued  interest  thereon  and  seven  months' 
use  of  the  premises.  The  title  to  the  Marshall  street  prop- 
erty was  taken  in  the  name  of  Alvah^  and  so  remained  until 
the  transfer  of  June  5, 1895.  In  December,  1893,  the  Lawn- 
dale  house  and  lots  were  exchanged  for  the  property  in 
Kneeland's  addition,  and  the  title  thereto  taken  in  the  name 
of  Alvah.  Thus  the  property  stood  when  the  conveyances 
which  are  attacked  in  this  action  were  made. 

The  court  found  that  Ma/rion  had  a  separate  estate  (includ- 
ing the  $1,000  advanced  by  her  mother)  of  $1,900,  and  that, 
in  making  the  various  purchases  and  exchanges  of  property, 
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Alvah  transacted  the  larger  part  of  the  business  as  an  agent 
of  Marion^  and  that  title  was  taken  in  the  name  of  Alvah 
for  the  use  and  benefit  of  Marion^  the  consideration  being 
in  each  instance  paid  by  Marion  out  of  her  separate  estate; 
and  that  the  conveyances  of  June  5, 1895,  were  made  for 
the  purpose  only  of  carrying  out  the  trust  arranged  thereto- 
fore and  recognized  as  existing  between  the  defendants,  and 
not  for  the  purpose  of  hindering,  delaying,  and  defrauding 
^TLj  oi  Alvah^s  creditors;  and  that  said  conveyances  were 
valid;  and  that  the  complaint  should  be  dismissed.  From 
judgment  in  accordance  with  these  findings  the  plaintiff 
appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Nath.  Perdes  <£ 
Sona^  attorneys,  and  C.  F.  Hunter  and  Ouy  D.  Goff,  of  coun- 
sel, and  oral  argument  by  Mr,  Hunter  and  Mr.  Goff,  They 
contended,  inter  alia^  that  an  express  promise  is  necessary  to 
create  an  equity  in  favor  of  a  party  in  a  case  such  as  this, 
which  will  justify  a  conveyance  of  property  alleged  to  be  in 
execution  of  a  trust  or  equitable  obligation.  Failing  such 
express  promise^  the  conveyance  is  voluntary,  and  fraudulent 
as  to  existing  creditors.  Medsker  v.  Bonebrake^  108  TT.  S. 
66,  72,  73;  Atlantic  Nat  Bank  v,  Tavener^  130  Mass.  407; 
Towers  v.  Hagner^  3  Whart.  48 ;  Johnston^s  AdrrCrs  v.  John- 
ston, 1  Grant  (Pa.),  468 ;  Kutz's  Appeal,  40  Pa.  St.  90 ;  Gra- 
UU  V.  Mayer,  45  id.  530;  Bahcock  v.  EcUer,  24  N.  T.  623; 
Savage  v.  O'Neil,  44  id.  298 ;  Stcadman  v,  Wilbur,  7  E.  1. 481 ; 
French  v.  Motley,  63  Me.  326;  In  re  Blandvn,  1  Lowell,  543; 
Hyde  v.  Cliapman,  33  Wis.  391 ;  Estate  of  Hauer,  140  Pa.  St. 
420;  Beecher  v.  Wilson,  84  Ya.  813;  Bobbins  v.  Armstrong, 
id.  810 ;  1  Bigelow,  Fraud,  456 ;  White  v.  Carpenter,  2  Paige, 
238;  McCarroUv.  Alexamder,  48  Miss.  128;  Bostfordv.  Burr, 
2  Johns.  Ch.  405 ;  BamJc  v.  Atkinson,  32  W.  Va.  203 ;  Driggs 
<&  Coh  Bank  v,  Norwood,  50  Ark.  42;  Besson  v.  Eveland, 
26  K  J.  Eq.  468;  Humes  v,  Scruggs,  94  U.  S.  27;  Karr  v, 
Washburn,  56  Wis.  303;  Main  v.  Bosworth,  77  id.  660;  Be- 
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gole  V.  SoBzardy  81  id.  275.  A  husband,  possessed  of  superior 
judgment  and  ability,  cannot  bestow  all  his  time  and  talents 
to  increase  his  wife's  separate  estate,  and  allow  his  legal  obli- 
gations to  go  unpaid.  Bump,  Fraudulent  Conveyances,  2631 ; 
Glidden  v.  Taylor^  16  Ohio  St.  509;  Shackelford  v.  Collier ^^ 
6  Bush,  149;  Penn  v.Whiteheads^  12  Gratt.  74;  Wilson  v. 
Loomis^  55  111.  352 ;  Lachmam,  v,  Ma/rtm^  139  id.  450 ;  Penn 
V,  Whitehead^  17  Gratt.  527;  Boggesa  v,  Richa/rd^  AdmCr^  39 
W.  Va.  567;  Mayers  v.  Kaiser ^  85  Wis.  382.  If  a  wife  per- 
mits her  husband  to  take  title  to  her  lands,  hold  himself  out 
to  the  world  as  the  owner  of  them,  and  contract  debts  on 
the  credit  of  such  ownership,  she  cannot  afterwards  with- 
draw the  property  from  his  creditors,  and,  by  taking  title  to 
herself,  defeat  their  claims.  Hopkins  v.  Joyce^  78  Wis.  443; 
City  If  at.  Bank  v.  Ba^nilton,  34  N.  J.  Eq.  162;  Pox  v,  Moyer, 
54  N.  T.  125;  Besson  v.  Pveland,  26  N.  J.  Eq.  468;  Zang- 
fordv.  Thurlhy^  60  Iowa,  107;  Ilumes  v.  Scruggs^  94  U.  S. 
27;  Savage  v.  Mij/rphy^  34  N.  T.  508;  Sexton  v.Wheaton^  8 
Wheat.  229 ;  Post  v.  Stiger,  29  N.  J.  Eq.  554 ;  Marston  v. 
Dresen^  85  Wis.  530;  Ferguson  v,  HiUmam^y  55  id.  181;  Mason 
V.  Pierron^  69  id.  585. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  H.  K.  Curtis j 
attorney  for  Marion  P,  Remington^  and  C,  A.  Fowler^  attor- 
ney for  Ah)ah  F,  Remington^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr. 
Owriis. 

WiNSLow,  J.  This  is  a  contest  between  the  wife  and  a 
creditor  of  the  husband  as  to  property  conveyed  by  the  hus- 
band to  the  wife  at  the  tin\e  of  the  commencement  of  an 
action  by  the  creditor  to  recover  his  debt.  In  such  case,  the 
principle  is  well  established  that  the  wife  has  the  burden  of 
showing,  by  clear  and  satisfactory  evidence,  that  she  paid 
for  the  property  out  of  her  separate  estate.     Le  Saulnier  v. 

Krueger^  85  Wis.  214.     The  reasons  for  this  rule  are  well 
Vol.  100—35 
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stated  in  Hoxie  v.  Price^  31  Wis.  82,  and  the  authorities  in 
support  of  it  are  cited  in  Horton  v.  Dewey^  53  "Wis.  410. 

It  is  not  claimed  in  the  present  caso  that  the  wife  paid 
anything  at  the  time  of  the  conveyance  to  her  of  all  the 
property  standing  in  her  husband's  name,  but  it  is  claimed 
that  the  original  property  out  of  which  these  parcels  grew 
was  bought  with  her  money,  and  that  thereby  there  arose  a 
resulting  trust  in  her  favor  in  all  the  property  to  which  her 
husband  had  record  title,  which  trust,  though  not  enforce- 
able under  our  statutes,  has  now  been  fully  executed  by  the 
husband  without  fraud,  and  forms  a  good  consideration  for 
the  conveyances;  citing  Hydev,  Chafpracm^  33  Wis.  391 ;  Karr 
«.  Waahhums  56  Wis.  303;  and  Begole  v.  Hazzard^  81  Wis. 
274. 

The  facts  found  by  the  court  seem  to  bring  the  case  within 
this  doctrine.  The  court  found  that  the  money  with  which 
the  first  parcel  of  real  estate  was  bought  was  advanced  and 
paid  by  Mrs,  Remington^  or  (which  amounts  to  the  same 
thing)  by  Mrs.  Connolly  for  her  daughter's  benefit;  that  sub- 
sequently Mrs,  RemingtoTh  put  $500  additional  of  her  own 
money  into  the  building  of  the  house  upon  the  property,  thus 
paying  all  the  money  which  was  put  into  this  place  out  of 
her  separate  estate ;  that  she  afterwards  (acting  through  her 
husband  as  agent)  traded  this  property  for  other  property, 
receiving  some  cash,  and  invested  this  cash  with  $400  re- 
ceived from  her  father's  estate  in  the  speculative  purchases 
which  afterwards  followed,  and  which  resulted  in  rapid  and 
handsome  profits;  and  that  Mr.  Remington  invested  no 
money  of  his  own  in  these  transactions,  but  simply  took  the 
titles  of  the  property  thus  paid  for  by  his  wife's  money,  or 
its  increment,  in  his  own  nan^e  for  convenience  in  the  hand- 
ling thereof.  There  was  undoubtedly  sufficient  evidence  to 
support  these  findings  of  the  court,  and  these  facts  clearly 
bring  the  case  within  the  ancient  rule  in  equity  that  where, 
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on  the  purchase  of  property,  title  is  taken  in  the  name  of 
one  person  while  the  consideration  is  -paid  by  another,  not 
by  way  of  loan  to  the  grantee,  a  trust  results  in  favor  of 
the  person  paying  the  consideration.  Dyer  t?.  Dyer^  1  White 
&  T.  Lead.  Cas.  Eq.  *203,  and  notes.  And  this  doctrine  ap- 
plies where  the  purchase  is  made  by  the  husband  with  the 
wife's  separate  estate  as  well  as  where  the  parties  are  stran- 
gers. Perry,  Trusts,  §  127,  and  cases  cited.  This  trust  arose 
by  implication  of  law  from  the  fact  of  the  advancing  of  the 
purchase  money,  and  not  by  virtue  of  any  agreement  of  the 
parties.  Ba/rtlett  v.  PukersgiUy  1  Eden,  616 ;  Bigley  v,  Jones. 
114  Pa.  St.  510;  Bayer  v.  Zibey,  88  Ind.  236. 

True,  it  may  be  shown  by  parol  that  the  money  was  ad- 
vanced by  way  of  a  loan  or  as  a  gift,  and  the  supposed  trust 
thereby  defeated;  but  we  have  found  no  evidence  in  the 
present  case  that  would  warrant  us  in  overruling  the  con- 
clusions of  the  trial  court  on  this  question. 

Therefore  there  seems  no  escape  from  the  conclusion, 
upon  the  facts  found  by  the  trial  court,  that  there  would 
have  existed,  prior  to  the  passage  of  sec.  2077,  K.  S.  1878, 
a  valid'resulting  trust  in  the  wife  in  the  various  parcels  of 
land  to  which  the  husband  held  title  during  the  progress  of 
the  real-estate  transactions  shown  by  the  evidence,  and  which 
finally  merged  into  the  two  parcels  of  land  which  were  con- 
veyed by  Eemington  to  his  wife,  June  6, 1895.  It  is  true 
that  such  trusts  are  abolished  by  sec.  2077,  K.  S.  1878;  but 
it  is  still  held  that  if  the  trustee  voluntarily  carries  out  and 
executes  the  voidable  trust  by  conveying  the  property,  as  he 
is  morally  bound  to  do,  such  conveyance  will  be  founded 
upon  a  suflScient  consideration,  and,  in  the  absence  of  fraud, 
will  be  valid,  even  as  against  creditors  of  the  trustee.  ITyde 
V.  Chapmcmy  33  Wis.  391;  Begole  v.  Hazzwrd^  81  Wis.  274. 
See,  also,  Strong  v.  Gordon^  96  Wis.  476. 

The  trial  court  has  affirmatively  found  that  the  convey- 
ances in  this  case  were  made  in  good  faith  and  without 
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fraudulent  intent.  The  evidence  is  voluminous,  and  we  shall 
not  rehearse  it  here.  While  there  were  circumstances  which 
have  a  suspicious  appearance,  and  would,  perhaps,  have  jus- 
tified a  different  conclusion,  we  cannot  say  that  the  findings 
are  against  the  weight  of  the  evidence.  Nor  can  it  be 
claimed  that  there  was  a  mixture  or  confusion  of  property 
of  the  husband  and  wife,  so  as  to  make  the  whole  liable  for 
the  husband's  debts.  The  findings  affirmatively  show  that 
it  was  all  the  property  of  the  wife,  though  managed  through 
the  agency  of  her  husband,  and  there  is  sufficient  evidence 
in  support  of  this  conclusion.  It  is  certainly  true  in  this 
case  that  the  wife's  property  has  increased  very  largely  and 
rapidly,  apparently  through  the  sagacity  and  industry  of 
the  husband,  but  this  court  has  not  adopted  the  rule  that 
such  increment  can  be  reached  by  the  creditors  of  the  hus- 
band. Mayers  v.  Kcdser^  85  Wis.  382 ;  Anaorge  v.  JBarthy  88 
Wis.  553. 

The  final  claim  made  by  appellant  is  that  the  plaintiff 
purchased  the  note  on  the  faith  of  JRemingUm^s  guaranty, 
relying  on  his  apparent  ownership  of  the  $7,500  mortgage 
and  the  Lawndale  property,  thus  raising  an  estoppel  against 
the  wife,  as  held  in  Hopkins  v.  Joyce^  78  Wis.  443.  The  diffi- 
culty with  this  contention  is  that  the  court  has  found,  upon 
what  seems  to  be  sufficient  evidence,  that  the  plaintiff  did 
not  rely  upon  such  apparent  ownership. 

There  are  no  other  questions  raised  which  seem  important 
enough  to  require  attention. 

By  the  Gowrt. — Judgment  affirmed. 
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SusH,  Mayor,  and  others,  Plaintiflfs  in  error,  vs.  The  State 

EX  REL.  BoYLB,  Defendant  in  error. 

September  fO — October  11, 1898, 

Municipal  corporations:  Elections:  Statute  construed. 

Under  seo.  1,  ch.  70,  Laws  of  1897, — providing  that  in  cities  of  the  fourth 
class  certain  officers  shall  be  elective  if  a  petition  asking  therefor 
be  filed  fifteen  days  prior  to  any  regular  election,  "signed  by  a  ma- 
jority of  the  electors  of  such  city  who  voted  at  the  last  general 
election  then  next  preceding,  as  appears  from  thepdU  list" — such 
petition  must  be  signed  by  a  majority  of  the  persons  whose  names 
appear  upon  the  poll  list  of  electors  who  voted  at  the  last  preceding 
general  election. 

Ebror  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Mil- 
waukee county :  Geo.  E.  Sutherland,  Judge.    JReversed. 

This  was  a  proceeding  by  mandamus^  sued  out  of  the  su- 
perior court  of  Milwaukee  county,  directed  to  the  plaintiflfs 
in  error,  as  mayor,  members  of  the  common  council,  and  city 
clerk  of  the  city  of  South  Milwaukee,  requiring  them  to  pro- 
ceed and  give  notice  of,  call  for,  and  order,  the  election  at 
the  then  next  succeeding  regular  municipal  election  of  said 
city,  to  be  held  April  6, 1898,  of  the  following  named  offi- 
cers, to  wit,  city  attorney,  city  physician,  chief  of  police,  and 
street  commissioner.  The  relation  and  writ  alleged,  among 
other  things,  that  the  city  of  South  Milwaukee  was  a  mu- 
nicipal corporation  and  a  city  of  the  fourth  class,  organized 
under  the  general  city  charter  law  of  the  state  (Laws  of  1889, 
ch.  326,  and  amendments  thereto),  and  received  its  patent  as 
such  city  July  6, 1897;  that  it  was  the  legal  successor  of  the 
late  village  of  South  Milwaukee,  and  no  general  election  had 
been  held  in  said  city  since  its  incorporation;  that  on  the 
16th  of  March,  1898,  fifteen  days  or  more  next  prior  to  the 
next  regular  municipal  election  to  be  held  in  said  city,  April 
5, 1898,  a  petition  was  filed  in  the  city  clerk's  office,  and  laid 
before  the  common  council,  signed  by  a  majority  of  the  elect- 
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ore  of  the  city  who  voted  at  the  last  general  election  so  held 
in  said  village,  "  as  appears  from  the  poll  list,"  asking  that 
said  five  offices  of  city  clerk,  etc.,  be  made  elective,  and  that 
the  officers  therefor  be  elected  at  such  municipal  election  to 
be  held  April  5th,  and  asking  the  common  conncQ  and  proper 
officers  to  proceed  and  give  notice  of,  call  for,  and  order  the 
election  of  such  officers  at  such  election ;  that  said  petition- 
ers were  353  in  number,  and  constituted  more  than  a  major- 
ity of  the  electors  of  the  city  who  voted  at  the  last  general 
election  then  next  preceding,  "  as  appears  from  the  poll  list," 
and  that  they  remained  such  electors;  that,  notwithstanding 
the  presentation  of  such  petition,  the  common  council  wholly 
ignored  the  petition  and  its  subject  matter,  and  gave  out  that 
it  would  continue  so  to  do,  and  that  it  would  not  regard  such 
petition. 

The  respondents  moved  to  quash  the  alternative  writ,  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  prematurely  issued,  and  because  it 
did  not  state  facts  sufficient  to  entitle  the  relator  to  the  re- 
lief sought.    This  motion  was  overruled.  i 

The  writ  was  sued  out  under  sec.  1,  ch.  70,  Laws  of  1897, 
providing  that,  "  in  cities  of  the  fourth  class,  the  city  clerk, 
and  any  and  all  other  officers,  in  addition  to  those  herein- 
before specified,  may  be  elected  by  the  qualified  electors,  at 
the  same  time  and  in  the  same  manner  other  officers  are 
elected,  upon  a  petition  asking  therefor  being  filed  in  the 
office  of  the  city  clerk  fifteen  days  prior  to  any  regular  elec- 
tion, signed  by  a  majority  of  the  electors  of  such  city  who 
voted  at  the  last  general  election  then  next  preceding,  as  ofp- 
pea/rafrom  thepoU  UaV^  The  statute  further  provided  that, 
upon  like  petition  signed  by  a  majority  of  the  electors  ask- 
ing therefor,  any  common  council  ^^may  provide  for  the 
appointment  by  the  mayor,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  com- 
mon council,  of  any  officers  of  sach  city  excepting  the  offices 
of  mayor,  alderman,  assessor,  treasurer,  supervisor  or  justice 
of  the  peace." 
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The  respondents,  in  their  i*eturn  to  the  alternative  writ, 
alleged  that  said  petition  to  the  common  council  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  elections  to  examine,  compare,  verify, 
and  report  at  the  next  regular  meeting  of  the  common  coun- 
cil whether  said  petition  had  been  signed  by  a  majority  of 
the  electors  of  said  city  who  voted  at  the  last  general  elec- 
tion then  next  preceding,  as  appeared  from  the  poll  list;  that 
at  an  adjourned  meeting  of  the  council,  held  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  the  report  of  the  committee  on  elections,  to  whom 
said  petition  had  been  referred,  said  committee  reported 
upon  said  petition,  among  other  things,  that  it  required  30*4 
flignatures  to  said  petition  to  constitute  a  majority  of  the 
electors  who  voted  at  the  last  general  election,  and  that  there 
were  but  246  names  signed  to  the  said  petition  of  electors, 
as  appeared  from  the  poll  list,  and  that  the  petition  lacked 
fifty-eight  names  of  the  number  requisite  to  constitute  a  ma- 
jority ;  that  the  common  council  thereupon  found  and  deter- 
mined that  said  petition  had  not  been  signed  by  a  majority 
of  the  electors  of  such  city  who  voted  at  the  last  general 
election  then  next  preceding,  as  appeared  from  the  poll  list, 
and  further  determined  that  said  petition  had  not  been  signed 
by  a  majority  of  the  electors  of  said  city;  and  that  there- 
upon they  passed  a  resolution  denying  the  prayer  of  the 
petition. 

The  relator  demurred  to  the  return,  and  the  demurrer  was 
sustained.  Thereupon  the  respondents  asked  leave  to  file 
an  amended  return,  setting  forth,  among  other  things,  that 
at  the  election  held  on  the  30th  of  June,  1897,  at  which  was 
elected  the  mayor,  city  treasurer,  comptroller,  assessor  or  as- 
sessors, aldermen,  justices  of  the  peace,  and  supervisors,  705 
electors  voted,  as  appeared  from  the  poll  list,  and  further 
alleging,  on  information  and  belief,  that  from  750  to  800 
electors  were  entitled  to  vote  at  the  next  ensuing  municipal 
election.  The  application  to  file  an  amended  return  was 
denied. 
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An  order  sustaining  the  demurrer,  to  the  return  to  the 
alternative  writ  of  mcundarnvs^  and  awarding  judgment  for 
a  peremptory  writ  of  ma/ndanma,  and  for  six  cents  damages 
and  costs,  was  made  and  entered  on  the  26th  day  of  March, 
1898,  and  judgment  was  entered  for  $106.83,  damages  and 
costs,  and  for  the  peremptory  writ  prayed  for  in  the  rela- 
tion, and  upon  which  the  plaintiffs  in  error  sued  out  their 
writ  of  error. 

For  the  plaintiffs  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  KeU^  dh 
Kelly ^  and  oral  argument  by  John  T.  Kelly,  They  argued,, 
among  other  things,  that  the  names  of  a  majority  of  the 
electors  who  voted  at  the  last  general  election  then  next 
preceding,  as  appeared  from  the  poll  list,  must  appear  upon 
the  petition.  This  is  a  jurisdictional  fact,  and  must  exist 
before  the  common  council  could  order  the  election.  La 
Londe  v.  Supers  of  Barron  Co.  80  Wis.  880,  384;  St^Oe  ex  rd. 
Ilomley  v.  Supers  of  Polk  Co,  88  id.  355;  Smith  v.  CkmrnCra 
of  Eenville  Co,  64  Minn.  16, 

For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  brief  by  Jared  Thomp- 
son^ Jt,^  and  oral  argument  by  John  Toohey.  They  contended^ 
irder  alia^  that  sec.  1,  ch.  70,  Laws  of  1897,  was  not  intended 
to  require,  and  does  not  require,  that  the  name  of  any  peti- 
tioning elector  must  appear  upon  or  "  from  such  poll  list.'* 
A  majority  who  voted  at  the  last  municipal  election  preced- 
ing might  naturally  have  been  replaced  by  other  electors^ 
and  to  such  a  number  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  present 
a  petition  signed  by  a  majority  of  the  electors  wlioae  names 
wppean^  upon  the  poll  list  for  that  year,  and  so  the  purpose 
of  the  statute  be  defeated.  The  principle  is  that  the  major- 
ity of  the  electors  of  to-day  and  not  of  yesterday  shall  have 
the  governing  voice.  A  dead  or  former  elector  whose  name 
happens  to  appear  upon  the  last  poll  list  was  not  intended 
to  be  counted  in  the  determination  of  the  petitioning  num- 
ber, a9  against  a  live,  present  elector.  Loomis  v.  Bailey,  45- 
Iowa,  400 ;  Stone  v.  Miller,  60  id.  243 ;  J^ate  ex  rd.  Morgan 
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V,  Comm'rs  of  Nemaha  Co.  10  Neb.  32;  State  ex  rd.  Brad- 
f<ytd  V.  Stock,  38  Kan.  154. 

PiNNET,  J.  The  court  erred  in  sustaining  the  demurrer 
of  the  relator  to  the  respondents'  return  to  the  alternative 
writ.  The  petition  presented  to  the  common  council  was 
signed  by  only  246  electors  who  voted  at  the  last  general 
election  then  next  preceding,  as  appeared  from  the  poll  list. 
The  whole  number  of  names  signed  to  the  petition  was  853,. 
but  lOY  of  these  names  did  not  appear  upon  the  poll  list  of 
electors  who  voted  at  the  last  general  election  next  preced- 
ing, so  that  there  were  fifty-eight  less  than  a  majority  of 
legal  signatures  in  favor  of  the  proposition.  The  statute 
prescribes  a  simple,  positive,  and  convenient  test  of  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  proposed  change  has  been  adopted,  namely, 
by  a  canvass  of  the  names  of  electors  on  the  petition,  as 
compared  with  those  on  the  poll  list  of  the  last  preceding 
general  election.  An  examination  of  the  poU  list  and  of 
the  petition  is  a  decisive  test,  and  the  statute  renders  any 
other  inadmissible.  Has  the  petition  been  signed  by  a  ma- 
jority of  the  electors  of  such  city  who  voted  at  the  last  gen- 
eral election  then  next  preceding,  as  appears  from  the  jpoU 
list?  .  It  is  obvious  that  the  proposed  measure  failed,  and 
the  court  erred  in  its  judgment  awarding  the  peremptory 
writ  of  mandamvs. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  superior  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  with  directions  to  dismiss- 
the  alternative  writ. 
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Obowns,  Appellant,  vs.  Thb  Fobbst  LAin)  Company,  Be- 

spondent. 

September  to — October  11, 1898. 

Appeal:  Judgment:  Modification  after  affirmance, 

A  judgment  of  the  trial  oourt,  when  affirmed  on  appeal,  beoomes  the 
judgment  of  the  supreme  court,  and  the  trial  oourt  has  no  junfi- 
diction  thereafter  to  open  it,  set  it  aside^  modify  it»  or  do  anything 
in  regard  to  it  except  enforce  it 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwaukee 
-county:  J.  C.  Ltnowio,  Judge.    Reversed. 

The  action  was  brought  to  foreclose  a  mortgage,  in  which 
such  proceedings  were  duly  had  that  judgment  of  foreclos- 
ure and  sale  was  entered  March  8, 1896,  and  judgment  for 
deficiency  July  24,  1897.  The  defendant  corporation  ap- 
pealed to  the  supreme  court  from  both  judgments  Novem- 
ber 24,  1897,  without  obtaining  any  stay  of  proceedings. 
March  22, 1898,  the  judgments  were  affirmed  on  such  appeal. 
[99  Wis.  103.]  April  23,  1898,  the  remitUtv/r  was  filed  in 
the  superior  court.  May  6, 1898,  pursuant  to  a  motion  sub- 
mitted while  the  appeal  was  pending,  the  superior  oourt 
made  an  order  vaeating  the  judgments  conditionally,  bring- 
ing in  new  parties,  allowing  the  defendant  corporation  to 
serve  an  amended  answer  in  the  nature  of  a  cross  bill  so  as 
to  litigate  certain  questions  with  the  plaintiff  and  with  the 
new  parties  and  obtain  affirmative  relief.  From  such  order 
this  appeal  was  taken. 

W,  J.  Turner^  for  the  appellant,  to  the  point  that  the 
superior  court  was  without  jurisdiction  to  make  the  order 
appealed  from,  cited  Ensmmger  v.  Poioers^  108  TT.  S.  292 ; 
Bv/rgeas  v.  O^Donoglme^  90  Mo.  299;  Skvrmer  v,  JBlandj  87 
N.  0. 168;  Idler  v.  Brown,  69  id.  125;  E!mJ>erhf  v.  Arms,  40 
Fed.  Kep.  548;  2  Ency.  of  PI.  &  Pr.  827,  and  cases  in  notes. 
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For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Ed/mn  8,  Mack 
and  Nath.  Perdes  (&  SonSy  attorneys,  and  C.  F.  Hurder^  of 
counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Hunter. 

Makshall,  J.  This  appeal  is  ruled  by  Eom  v.  C,y  M,  dk 
St,  P.  R.  Co,  101  Wis.  166,  wherein  it  is  held  that  a  judg- 
ment of  the  trial  court,  when  affirmed  on  appeal,  becomes 
the  judgment  of  this  court,  and  the  trial  court  has  no  juris- 
diction whatever  thereafter  to  open  it,  set  it  aside,  or  modify 
it,  or  do  anything  in  regard  thereto  except  to  enforce  it. 
Following  that  case,  the  order  appealed  from  must  be  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  with  directions  to  deny  the 
motions  on  which  it  was  entered. 

JBy  the  CovH. — So  ordered. 


LicAHT  vs.  The  National  Building  &  Loan  Association — 
In  bk  PBTmoN  op  Langwobthy:  In  bb  PBrmoN  op 
Egolbston:    In  be  FBTmoN  of  Whttb  and  another. 

September  il  —  October  11, 1898. 

Building  and  loan  asaoeiationa:  Mutual  profit  sharing:  Insolvency: 
Validity  of  stock:  Ultra  vires:  Estoppel:  Abrogation  of  contracts: 
Who  are  members:  Distribution  of  assets:  Liability  for  losses:  Pref- 
erences, 

L  A  corporation  organized  for  the  purpose  of  accumulating  funds  by 
monthly  contributions  of  its  members,  making  loans  to  its  members 
and  stockholders,  and  making  other  investments,  made  changes 
from  time  to  time  in  its  articles  of  organization  and  issued  stock  on 
different  schemes  and  plans,  but  its  paramount  theory  was  always 
akin  to  that  of  the  ordinary  building  and  loan  association,  the 
profits  to  be  paid  to  members  of  aU  classes  being  those  to  be  de- 
rived from  interest  earnings,  fines,  eta,  and  from  no  other  source, 
and  it  finaUy  became  a  regular  building  and  loan  association  under 
the  laws  of  this  state.  Held,  that  it  was  a  mutual  profit  sharing 
institution,  and  that,  upon  its  becoming  insolvent^  the  rights  and 
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relations  of  its  members  and  stockholders  must  be  defined  and  de- 
termined  on  that  basis. 

2.  Such  an  association  issued  **  definite  contract  stock,*'  for  which  the 
holder  was  to  pay  in  fixed  monthly  instalments  for  a  certain  num- 
ber of  months,  and  ''full-paid  stock,"  for  which  the  holder  paid  a 
certain  number  of  instalments  in  advance,  less  a  rebate,  the  com- 
pany agreeing  in  each  case  to  pay  to  the  holder  a  definite  amount  at 
a  given  time,  regardless  of  whether  the  anticipated  profits  had  then 
been  earned  or  not  Held,  that  neither  the  members  accepting 
such  stock  nor  the  receiver  of  the  association,  after  it  has  become 
insolvent,  can  question  the  validity  of  such  stock  on  the  ground 
that  its  issue  was  tUtra  vires. 

8b  Upon  the  insolvency  of  such  an  association  all  contracts  Between  it 
and  its  members  are  abrogated;  the  duty  of  members  to  make 
stock  payments  ceases;  and  borrowing  members  may  be  compelled 
to  pay  forthwith  the  balances  due  from  them  on  their  securitieSr 
although  the  latter  in  terms  provide  only  for  payment  in  instal- 
ments. 

4  The  insolvency  of  such  an  association  is  fatal  to  a  stipulation  in 
stock  certificates  to  the  effect  that  the  shareholder  assumes  no  lia- 
bility of  any  kind  except  as  therein  stated,  as  well  as  to  the  other 
terms  of  the  contract,  and  each  member  must  bear  his  proportion- 
ate share  of  the  lossea 

6.  A  borrowing  member  of  such  association  does  not,  by  assigning  his 
stock  to  the  association  as  collateral  security,  cease  to  be  a  member 
or  to  be  liable  to  contribute  as  such  to  the  losses  and  expenses  of 
the  association. 

6.  Upon  the  insolvency  of  the  association  a  borrowing  member  should 

be  charged  with  the  amount  of  his  loan  at  legal  interest,  and  cred- 
ited with  all  interest  payments  made  by  him,  on  the  principle  of 
partial  payments;  and  upon  payment  of  the  balance  found  due  will 
be  entitled  to  a  release  of  his  mortgage.  Stock  payments  should 
not  be  credited  on  the  mortgage  debt,  but  the  amount  due  to  the 
member  upon  the  stock  will  be  ascertained  and  paid  in  the  final 
distribution,  as  to  other  members. 

7.  The  fact  that  a  borrowing  member  has  died  and  that  other  persons 

have  become  the  owners  of  the  mortgaged  land,  subject  to  the  mort- 
gage, does  not  change  the  situation  or  give  the  new  owners  any 
greater  rights  than  the  member  would  have  had  had  he  lived. 
8L  a  holder  of  "full-paid  stock"  is  a  member  of  the  association,  not- 
withstanding a  provision  in  his  stock  certificate  to  the  effect  that 
he  shall  not  have  any  claim  or  interest  in  the  affedrs,  assets,  or  funds 
of  the  association,  or  the  control  of  theno,  except  his  right  to  pay^ 
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ment  of  the  matnritj  ralne  of  his  stock  at  the  time  fixed,  and  that 
he  assumes  no  liability  of  any  kind  whatsoever  except  as  therein 
stated;  and,  being  such  member,  he  is  entitled  to  no  preference 
over  other  members  when  the  association  becomes  insolvent,  in  the 
absence  of  anything  in  the  charter  or  by-laws  giving  such  a  pref- 
erence. 


Appeals  from  orders  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwaukee 
county:  Geo.  E.  Sutherland,  Judge.    Reversed. 

This  action  was  brought  by  the  plaintiff,  as  a  stockholder 
and  creditor  of  the  defendant,  for  the  purpose  of  winding 
up  its  affairs,  and  such  proceedings  were  had  that  on  March 
11, 1897,  Martin  W.  Shermo/n  was  appointed  receiver.  On 
October  14, 1897,  the  receiver  filed  his  petition  for  instruc- 
tions, in  which  he  set  out  at  length  the  prior  transactions  of 
the  company,  and  asked  the  court  for  instructions  regarding 
priority  of  claims  of  members  against  the  company,  and  as 
to  his  duty  in  reference  thereto. 

The  receiver's  petition  sets  out  that  from  the  time  of  the 
organization  of  the  association.  May  10,  1887,  to  August  2, 
1895,  it  issued  different  classes  of  shares  of  stock:  some 
called  "  100-months  stock,"  according  to  the  terms  of  which 
the  member  was  to  pay  monthly  instalments  of  seventy 
cents  each  for  100  months,  and  the  association  agreed  to  pay 
him  $100  per  share;  other  stock  was  issued,  called  "ninety- 
six  months  stock,"  which  was  to  mature  in  ninety-six  months; 
still  another  class  was  "  full-paid  stock,"  where  the  members 
paid  ninety-six  instalments  of  seventy  cents  each,  in  advance, 
less  a  rebate  of  $9  allowed  for  interest,  and  at  the  expiration 
of  ninety-six  months  the  association  was  to  pay  the  holder 
$100  per  share.  By  article  10  of  the  by-laws,  each  member 
holding  shares  of  the  ninety-six  or  one  hundred  months 
stock  was  entitled  to  a  loan  from  the  association  of  $100  for 
each  share  of  stock  held  by  him  as  follows :  The  stockholder 
waia  prepaid  at  the  time  his  loan  was  made  the  full  amount 
of  $100  per  share,  upon  his  executing  to  the  association  a 
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bond  conditioned  to  promptly  pay  the  instalments  due  on 
his  stock,  and  interest  on  the  face  of  his  stock  at  ten  per 
cent,  in  monthly  instalments  for  the  time  the  stock  was  to 
run,  and  also  upon  executing  a  mortgage  on  real  estate  con- 
ditioned for  the  performance  of  the  conditions  of  the  bond. 
The  stock  was  also  assigned  to  the  association  as  additional 
security.  The  petition  sets  out  that  other  classes  of  stock 
were  issued,  and  other  complications  had  arisen,  concerning 
which  he  desires  instructions,  but  which  are  not  material  to 
the  questions  here  involved. 

Upon  presentation  of  this  petition,  the  court  made  an 
order  fixing  a  time  and  place  for  a  hearing.  Notice  was 
given  to  all  parties  interested,  and  on  the  day  appointed 
several  parties  intervened  with  petitions  setting  out  their 
rights  and  interests  in  the  association,  and  asking  the  court 
to  determine  their  respective  rights  in  the  premises.  The 
receiver  made  answer  to  the  respective  petitions,  and  the 
court  made  findings  and  entered  orders  establishing  and 
defining  their  rights  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Catherine  Langworthy^ 8  petition:  As  to  the  issue  presented 
on  the  petition  of  Catherine  Lam,gworthy^  the  court  found 
substantially  as  follows:  On  April  7, 1890,  the  petitioner 
made  a  written  application  for  twenty  shares  of  ninety-six 
months  stock,  which  stock  was  issued  May  1, 1890.  At  the 
date  of  her  application  for  stock,  she  also  applied  for  a  loan 
upon  her  stock  of  $2,000.  The  loan  was  approved,  and  the 
required  bond  and  mortgage  was  delivered,  conditioned  to 
pay  to  the  association  the  said  sum  of  $2,000  in  monthly  in- 
stalments of  $14,  with  ten  per  cent,  interest  monthly  from 
May  1, 1890,  to  May  1, 1898,  and  the  stock  certificate  was 
also  assigned  to  the  association.  Petitioner  paid  the  monthly 
instalments  on  the  stock  until  the  receiver  was  appointed, 
making  eighty-two  payments  in  all.  Under  the  contract  of 
membership,  the  association  agreed  that  if  petitioner  would 
pay  the  monthly  instalments  of  $14,  and  all  fines,  member- 
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ship  fees,  and  charges  for  ninety-six  months,  then  it  would 
pay  her  $100  for  each  share  of  stock  held  by  her,  which 
would  include  a  profit  on  each  share  of  $32.80.  The  asso- 
ciation did  not  earn  the  said  profit,  but  sustained  losses  and 
incurred  expenses  during  that  period,  by  reason  of  which 
the  investment  earned  very  much  less  than  the  estimated 
profit.  Article  22  of  the  by-laws  provided  that,  "  should 
any  shareholder  under  ninety-six  months'  contract  desire  to 
withdraw  from  the  association,  he  may  do  so  by  giving 
thirty  days'  notice  in  writing  to  the  secretary,  and  he  shall 
receive  the  amount  paid  by  him  with  legal  interest  thereon, 
less  entrance  fees  and  other  charges  due  the  association." 
The  association  did  not  earn  a  profit  equal  to  the  legal  in- 
terest on  the  amount  paid  in  by  the  petitioner.  On  August 
2,  1895,  the  assooiation  amended  its  articles  of  organization, 
and  became  a  mutual  loan  and  building  association,  under 
the  laws  of  this  state,  and  afterwards  acquired  a  large  num- 
ber of  members  who  paid  on  their  stock,  and  who  were 
chargeable  with  their  proportionate  share  of  losses  and  ex- 
penses, and  were  entitled  to  share  in  any  profits  earned,  and 
whose  contracts  were  in  force  when  the  receiver  was  ap- 
pointed. Since  petitioner  became  a  member,  a  large  num- 
ber of  other  persons  became  members  under  similar  contracts, 
but  who  did  not  obtain  loans,  and  whose  shares  of  stock  have 
not  been  prepaid.  Since  petitioner  became  a  member,  the 
association  acquired  a  large  number  of  members  under  the 
100-months  plan,  who  were  in  good  standing  at  the  time 
the  receiver  was  appointed,  on  March  11, 1897.  The  asso- 
oiation was  insolvent  at  that  time,  and  for  a  long  time  prior 
thereto.  As  conclusions  of  law,  the  court  found  that  the 
contract  between  petitioner  and  the  association  was  valid 
and  binding;  that,  upon  the  appointment  of  the  receiver, 
the  association  became  unable  to  carry  out  its  contracts,  and 
thereupon  the  bond  and  mortgage  mentioned  "  became  due 
and  payable  m  solido.^^   Thereupon  the  court  made  an  order 
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directing  the  receiver  to  charge  the  petitioner  with  the 
amount  of  $2,000  and  legal  interest  from  the  date  of  the 
loan  to  the  date  of  the  appointment  of  the  receiver,  and 
credit  her  with  the  amount  of  each  payment  made  by  her 
during  that  period,  with  legal  interest  from  the  time  when 
made  to  the  date  of  the  appointment  of  the  receiver;  and, 
upon  payment  of  any  balance,  the  receiver  was  to  release 
the  said  bond  and  mortgage.  From  this  order  the  receiver 
takes  this  appeal. 

Sarah  A.  Eggleston^a  petition:  Upon  the  issue  made  by 
the  petition  of  Sarah  A.  Eggleston^  the  court  made  findings 
that  the  association  made  a  contract  with  her,  as  follows: 
"  This  is  to  certify  that  Sarah  A.  Eggleston  ...  is  the 
owner  of  nineteen  shares  of  stock,  of  the  maturity  value  of 
one  hundred  dollars  each,  in  the  National  Building  and  Loan 
Association  .  .  .  and  that  said  Sa/rah  A.  Eggleston  has 
paid  .  .  .  the  sum  of  $1,105.80,  being  ninety-six  instal- 
ments of  seventy  cents  each  upon  each  share  of  said  stock, 
less  a  rebate  of  $9  upon  each  share  for  the  full  time.  And, 
in  consideration  of  the  aforesaid  payment,  the  association 
hereby  agrees  to  pay  the  said  Sarah  A.  Eggleston  .  .  . 
the  sum  of  $100  for  each  of  said  shares  at  the  end  of  eight 
years  from  the  date  hereof.  This  certificate  is  issued  to  and 
accepted  by  the  holder  upon  the  following  express  terms  and 
conditions:  (1)  The  said  shareholder  shall  not  have  any 
claim  or  interest  in  the  affairs,  assets,  or  funds  of  the  asso- 
ciation except  as  above  set  forth,  and  assumes  no  liability  of 
any  kind  except  as  hereimtofore  described.  (2)  It  is  under- 
stood and  agreed  that  these  shares  may  be  surrendered  at 
any  time  after  two  years  from  date  of  issue,  upon  ninety  days' 
notice,  and  the  owner  shall  receive  the  sum  actually  paid 
with  six  per  cent,  simple  interest  from  date  until  payment. 
(3)  This  certificate  may  be  assigned  by  indorsement  in  writ- 
ing upon  the  back  hereof,  but  no  assignment  shall  be  valid 
as  against  the  association  unless  the  same  shaJl  have  been 
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approved  by  the  secretary."  That  said  contract  was  entered 
into  in  pursuance  of  a  by-law  of  the  association  (article  29), 
which  says  that  "  the  board  of  directors  may  offer  for  sale 
prepaid  stock  or  stocks  upon  which  instalments  may  be  fully 
paid  in  advance,  at  such  rates  of  discount  as  may  be  deter- 
mined, and  may  issue  certificates  of  deposit  to  its  members, 
or  interest-bearing  stock,  in  such  sums  and  under  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  shall  be  for  the  best  interests  of  the  asso- 
ciation." That  petitioner  is  the  owner  of  said  certificate. 
That  the  association  never  had  any  fund  or  capital  except- 
ing the  instalments  received  from  its  members  in  payment 
on  their  shares  of  stock,  and  its  only  means  of  earning  profits 
was  in  loaning  the  same  on  interest.  That,  during  the  time 
the  petitioner  held  said  certificate,  the  association  incurred 
expense  and  sustained  losses,  so  that  it  never  earned  the 
profit  it  agreed  to  pay  on  said  contract.  That,  at  the  time 
of  the  appointment  of  the  receiver,  there  was  a  large  num- 
ber of  members  who  had  paid  large  sums  of  money  to  the 
association,  and  who  had  borrowed  large  sums  on  bond  and 
mortgage.  As  conclusions  of  law,  the  court  found  that  the 
petitioner  never  became  a  member  of  said  association  under 
said  contract,  and  is  not  chargeable  with  any  of  its  losses  or 
expenses,  and  that  said  contract  is  not  a  valid  certificate  of 
stock ;  that  the  contract  is  a  valid  obligation  to  pay  petitioner 
the  sum  of  money  therein  mentioned,  being  the  amount  paid 
by  petitioner,  with  interest  at  six  per  cent. ;  that,  under  and 
by  virtue  of  said  contract,  petitioner  is  a  creditor  to  the 
amount  she  has  paid,  with  interest,  and  is  entitled  to  be  paid 
said  sum  in  preference  to  the  claims  of  stockholders,  and  in 
common  with  other  creditors.  From  the  order  entered  in 
pursuance  of  these  conclusions,  the  receiver  appealed. 

J^.  S.  Whitens  and  Sarah  Van  Pelfs  petition:  Upon  this 
petition  the  finding  of  the  court  shows  that  on  July  24, 1889, 
one  George  C.  White,  Jr.,  made  a  written  application  for 

ten  shares  of  ninety-six  months  stock,  and  which  was  issued 
Vol.  100—36 
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to  him  on  August  1, 1889 ;  that  on  May  26, 1892,  said  White 
applied  for  a  loan  of  $1,000 ;  that  July  1, 1892,  his  applica- 
tion for  a  loan  was  accepted,  and  White  made  and  delivered 
his  bond  and  mortgage  on  certain  real  estate,  and  the  asso- 
ciation paid  him  $1,000;  that  White  paid  all  instalments 
due  thereon  up  to  the  appointment  of  the  receiver;  that  the 
stock  issued  to  Whit6  was  definite  contract  stock,  to  mature 
at  the  end  of  ninety-six  months,  and  would  include  a  profit 
of  $e32.80  per  share.  Then  follow  findings  as  to  the  change 
in  the  articles  of  organization ;  that  White's  stock  had  not 
matured  when  the  receiver  was  appointed;  that  expenses 
were  incurred,  and  losses  sustained,  and  the  profits  were  not 
earned  as  contemplated ;  that,  after  the  amendment  of  its 
articles,  other  members  came  in,  who  are  entitled  to  share 
in  profits  and  are  chargeable  with  losses  and  expenses;  that 
White  died  in  March,  1893,  and  the  real  estate  described  in 
the  mortgage  and  said  ten  shares  of  stock  were  duly  assigned 
to  Sarah  M.  White,  as  the  only  heir  at  law ;  and  that  on  Sep- 
tember 10, 1894,  petitioners  became  the  owners  of  the  mort- 
gaged premises,  subject  to  said  mortgage;  and  that  they 
continued  to  make  the  monthly  payments  due  on  the  bond 
and  mortgage  until  the  receiver  was  appointed;  and  that 
White  and  petitioners  had  paid  ninety  instalments  on  the 
stock  and  fifty-five  instalments  of  interest  on  the  mortgage. 
As  conclusions  of  law,  the  court  found  that  the  contract  of 
membership  was  a  valid  and  legal  contract;  that  petitioners 
had  fully  complied  with  the  terms  of  the  contract  of  mem- 
bership, and  of  the  bond  and  mortgage,  up  to  the  time 
of  the  appointment  of  the  receiver;  that  there  remain  six 
monthly  payments,  of  $15.34  each,  unpaid,  which  the  peti- 
tioners tender,  and  the  payment  of  which  entitles  the  peti- 
tioners to  a  satisfaction  and  release  of  the  mortgage.  From 
an  order  entered  in  accordance  with  the  findings,  the  receiver 
appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Damd  /SI  Hose  and 
JSTuffh  Eyanj  and  oral  argument  by  Mr,  Eyan. 
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For  the  respondent  I/mgworthy  there  were  separate  briefs 
by  Ghaa.  O.  Woolcock  and  Winkler^  JFlanders,  Smithy  JBottum 
dk  Vilas;  for  the  respondent  Eggleaton  there  was  a  brief  by 
Ednjom  F.  Yarn,  Vechten;  for  the  respondents  White  and  V<m 
PeU  there  was  a  brief  by  Elliott  (&  Hickox;  and  the  cause 
was  argued  orally  by  M7\  Yam,  Veehten^  Mr,  Woolcocky  Mr. 
S.  W.  Dalherg,  Mr.  S.  T.  Hickox^  and  Mr.  F.  H.  Bemington. 

For  the  respondent  Langworthy^  counsel  contended,  i/nter 
alia,  that  when  a  member  of  a  building  and  loan  association 
becomes  a  borrower  the  transaction  is  considered  so  much 
in  the  nature  of  a  loan  that  subsequent  payments  made  by 
him  upon  his  stock  are  partial  payments  upon  the  debt. 
Overly  v.  FayetteviUe  B.  cfe  Z.  Asso.  81  N.  C.  56;  Hoskins  v. 
Mechanics^  B,  &  L.  Asso,  84  id.  838 ;  Endlich,  Building  Asso. 
(2d  ed.),  §  523.  Each  payment  is  therefore  a  pro  tanto  ex- 
tinguishment of  the  debt.  Kupfert  v.  Outtenberg  B.  Asso. 
30  Pa.  St.  465;  Hughes*  Appeal,  id.  471;  Philanthropic 
Building  Asso,  v.  MoK^iight,  35  id.  470 ;  Ram^dall  v.  Nat,  B,, 
Z.  cfe  P.  Union,  42  Neb.  809,  29  L.  K.  A.  133 ;  Brmonlie  v. 
Russell,  L.  R  8  App.  Cas.  253.  Respondent's  assignment  of 
her  shares  to  the  association  was  not  an  hypothecation  for  a 
loan,  but  an  absolute  sale  and  surrender  of  them  to  the  asso- 
ciation, whereby  they  are  sunk  and  extinguished,  and  can- 
not entitle  the  borrower  to  participate  in  the  final  division 
and  distribution  of  the  funds  of  the  association;  she  no 
longer  had  any  interest  in  the  society.  Delano  v.  Wild,  83 
Am.  Dec.  605,  6  Allen,  1 ;  Mich,  B,  <fe  S,  Asso,  v,  IIcBevitt^ 
77  Mich.  1 ;  Parker  v,  Fulton  L.  cfe  B.  Asso.  46  Ga.  166 ; 
Pdbst  V,  Economical  B,  Asso.  1  MacArthur,  385;  Wliitev. 
Mechrniics'^  B.  F,  Asso,  22  Gratt.  233 ;  Cason  v.  Seldner,  77  Va. 
293 ;  Bowker  v.  Mill  River  L,  F,  Asso.  7  Allen,  100 ;  Thomp- 
son, Building  Asso.  (1st  ed.),  85;  Endlich,  Building  Asso. 
§  122;  4  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law  (2d  ed.),  1062.  The  con- 
tract existing  between  the  respondent  and  the  association  is 
ultra  vires  and  void.     Wierman  v.  International  B.,  L.  <&  I. 


664         8UPEEME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

Leahj  vs.  The  National  Building  ft  Loan  Association. 

UhioTiy  67  m.  App.  550;  International  B.y  L,  <b  L  Undon  v, 
King^  68  id.  640.  The  corporation  is  accountable  for  the 
benefits  it  has  received  under  that  contract,  with  interest, 
and  respondent  is  entitled  to  be  credited  with  what  she  has 
paid,  with  interest.  2  Beach,  Priv.  Corp.  700;  ^ew  CasUe 
N.  R.  Co.  V.  Simpson,  23  Fed.  Eep.  214. 

Counsel  for  the  respondent  Eggleston  contended,  inter  alia, 
that,  in  case  fihe  should  be  held  to  be  a  member  of  the  asso- 
ciation, her  stock  is  preferred  stock,  and  should  entitle  her 
to  payment  in  full  in  preference  to  the  common  stockhold- 
ers. MimhaU  V,  Boedecker,  44  111.  App.  131;  In  re  Ouard- 
ia/n  P.  £.  B.  Soc.  {Scotfa  Case),  23  Ch.  Div.  453,  464,  465. 
Such  stock  does  not  bear  any  part  of  the  losses  of  the  asso- 
ciation. In  re  Reliance  P.  B.  B.  Soo.  61  L.  J.  Ch.  (N".  S.), 
453. 

Bardbbn,  J.  It  would  be  practically  impossible,  within 
reasonable  limits,  to  trace  out  the  chrysalis  character  of  the 
defendant  corporation.  It  was  first  organized  in  1887,  its 
ostensible  purpose  being  the  accumulation  of  funds  by 
monthly  contributions  of  its  members,  making  loans  to  its 
members  and  stockholders,  and  making  such  other  invest- 
ments as  it  might  deem  proper,  the  buying,  selling,  and  hold- 
ing of  real  estate,  and  the  holding  and  selling  of  real  estate 
or  other  property  taken  on  foreclosure.  Its  capital  stock 
was  $5,000,000,  divided  into  ten  series  of  $500,000  each,  the 
par  value  of  each  share  being  $100 ;  and  the  shares  were  made 
payable  in  monthly  instalments  of  seventy  cents  on  each 
share.  From  time  to  time  during  its  existence  its  articles  of 
organization  were  changed,  until  at  the  time  of  its  decease 
it  was  presumably  a  genuine  building  and  loan  association. 
During  the  period  of  its  existence  it  adopted  by-laws  and 
issued  stock  on  the  different  schemes  and  plans  as  set  out  in 
the  statement  of  facts,  and  upon  other  plans  not  material  to 
this  decision.     During  all  its  mutations  its  paramount  theory 
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was  akin  to  that  of  the  ordinary  building  and  loan  associar 
tion,  although  it  did  not  conform  to  the  law  of  this  state  in 
manner  of  dealing  with  its  mem  bers  or  in  the  character  of 
the  stock  issued.  It  finally  crystallized  itself  into  a  regular 
building  and  loan  association  under  the  provisions  of  the  law 
of  this  state,  and  it  is  upon  that  status  we  must  define  and 
determine  the  rights  and  relations  of  its  members  and  stock- 
holders. What  we  say  in  this  opinion  must  be  deemed  to 
apply  to  all  the  petitioners  alike,  unless  a  contrary  purpose 
is  evident  from  the  language  used. 

The  fundamental  idea  of  a  building  and  loan  association 
is  mutual  profit  sharing.  Its  business  necessarily  is  confined 
to  its  own  members.  Its  object  is  to  raise  a  fund  to  be  loaned 
to  its  members.  Each  shareholder,  whether  a  borrower  or 
nonborrower,  participates  alike  in  all  profits  earned,  and 
alike  must  assist  in  bearing  the  burden  of  expenses  and  losses. 
Such  associations  are  the  only  ones  that  can  issue  their  capital 
stock  before  it  is  paid  for.  The  member  makes  his  applica- 
tion, receives  his  stock,  and  agrees  to  pay  for  it  in  monthly 
instalments  at  a  fixed  rate.  In  case  of  default,  he  is  subject 
to  fine,  which  goes  into  the  general  profit  fund  for  all  alike. 
When  the  aggregate  dues  he  has  paid,  with  the  credited 
earnings,  equal  the  face  value  of  his  stock,  he  can  no  longer 
share  in  the  earnings,  and  his  stock  is  retired,  and  his  mem- 
bership in  the  corporation  ceases.  But  the  member  has  no 
claim  to,  or  property  in,  any  specific  fund  of  the  association. 
Aimood  v.  Dumas j  149  Mass.  167.  The  theory  of  our  statutes 
and  the  law  of  aU  the  cases  is  to  the  effect  that  such  associa- 
tions are  purely  mutual  in  their  character,  and  that  the  mem- 
bers share  in  the  common  gains,  and,  from  the  very  necessity 
of  their  relations,  must  bear  a  proportionate  share  of  the 
losses.  Probably,  under  our  law,  such  an  association  would 
have  no  right  to  issue  what  is  called  "definite  contract 
stock."  Such  stock  is  opposed  to  the  fundamental  principle 
of  such  associations.    The  members  themselves  constitute 
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the  corporation.  It  has  no  capital  except  such  as  it  receives 
from  its  members  in  monthly  instalments  and  its  interest 
earnings.  When  the  corporation  aggregate  agrees  with  all 
its  members  to  pay  them  a  definite  amount  at  a  given  time, 
regardless  of  whether  the  anticipated  profit  has  been  earned 
or  not,  unless  the  requisite  profit  has  been  earned  it  is  quite 
evident  that  some  one  must  suffer.  The  principle  of  equality 
and  mutuality  would  thereby  be  destroyed. 

But  in  the  present  case  it  is  unnecessary  to  determine 
whether  such  stock  would  be  ultra  vires  or  not.  The  parties 
before  the  court  all  stand  on  the  same  footing  in  thie  respect. 
They  were  all  bound  to  take  notice  of  the  limitations  on  the 
powers  of  the  association;  and  when  they  became  members 
and  assented  to  the  contract  in  that  form  they  became  fore- 
closed from  contesting  it.  They  must  all  stand  or  fall  to- 
gether, and  our  chief  concern  is  to  see  that  justice  and  equity 
is  done  between  them.  It  is  insisted,  however,  that  this  as- 
sociation was  not  orgcmized  as  a  mutual  company,  and  there- 
fore the  right  of  the  members  must  be  determined  according 
to  the  strict  letter  of  their  contracts.  The  impossibility  of 
performance  of  these  contracts  has  been  determined  by  the 
judgment  of  insolvency.  It  is  admitted  on  all  sides  that  the 
company  cannot  carry  out  its  plans  as  originally  intended. 
But  who  constitute  the  corporation,  if  not  its  members? 
Each  member  has  a  contract  with  every  other  member.  The 
nonborrowers  hold  on  agreement  that,  if  they  make  certain 
payments  for  a  given  length  of  time,  the  corporation  will 
pay  them  a  definite  sum  at  the  expiration  of  that  period. 
The  borrowers  have  the  same  contract  to  begin  with,  but 
which  has  been  modified  to  the  extent  that  the  corporation 
has  advanced  to  them  an  amount  equivalent  to  the  face  value 
of  their  stock,  upon  which  the  borrower  agrees  to  pay,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  monthly  payments  on  his  stock,  certain  fixed 
interest  charges.  Both  agreements  were  made  in  contem- 
plation of  a  profit  of  $32.80  per  share.    Under  the  plan  of 
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organization  this  profit  was  to  come  from  interest  earnings, 
lines,  etc.,  and  from  no  other  source.  This  fact,  taken  in 
connection  with  the  charter  and  by-laws,  leads  to  no  other 
conclusion  than  that  this  was  a  mutoal  profit  sharing  insti- 
tution. 

We  must  now  determine  the  status  of  these  several  mem- 
bers, and  their  relations  to  each  other;  the  corporation  being 
insolvent.  ,  In  other  words,  what  effect  has  the  insolvency 
of  the  association  upon  the  membership  contract  and  upon 
the  loan  contract  ?  The  authorities  are  not  entirely  in  ac- 
cord upon  that  subject.  Substantially  all  agree  that  the  in- 
solvency of  the  association  has  the  effect  at  once  to  stop  all 
liability  for  stock  payments.  Endlich,  Building  Asso.  (2d 
«d.),  §  523;  Strohm  v,  FranUin  S.  F,  <&  £.  Asso.  115  Pa.  St. 
273.  And  this  applies  equally  whether  such  members  be 
merely  investors  or  also  borrowers.  "  The  liability  to  pay 
monthly  dues  or  fines,  or  interest  on  the  amount  advanced, 
cannot  extend  beyond  the  existence  of  the  association." 
Cook  V.  £entj  105  Mass.  2tl6.  The  dissolution  of  the  asso- 
ciation necessarily  puts  an  end,  not  only  to  its  capacity  to 
receive,  from  time  to  time,  the  small  payments  due  from  its 
members,  but  also  to  the  possibility  of  their  being  turned  to 
account,  for  their  benefit,  by  means  of  the  system  of  invest- 
ment and  reinvestment  peculiar  to  the  building  association. 
The  member's  duty  to  make  regular  stock  payments — a 
duty  incident  to  his  membership  only — ceases,  for  the  stock 
itself  is  destroyed,  and  the  membership  dies  with  the  corpo- 
ration. Not  only  is  this  so,  but  the  further  fact  is  estab- 
lished, almost  without  dissent,  that  upon  the  premature  dis- 
solution of  such  an  association  the  advanced  members  may 
be  compelled  to  pay  forthwith  the  balances  due  from  them 
on  their  securities,  although  the  latter  be  given  in  terms  only 
for  the  payment  of  instalments.  Endlich,  Building  Asso. 
§  523 ;  Weir  v.  Granite  StcOe  P.  Asso,  (N.  J.  Ch.),  38  Itl.  Rep. 
€43;  Curtis  v.  Chrcmite  State  P.  Asso.  69  Conn.  6;  Waverly 
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M.  c6  P.  Z.,  Z.  c6  B.  Asso.  v.  Buck,  64  Md.  338;  Zow  S^.  B. 
Asso.  V.  Zitcker,  48  Md.  448 ;  Buist  v,  Brt/cmy  44  S.  C.  121. 

Thus  it  seems  that,  as  the  corporation  is  defunct,  member- 
ship ceases,  and  all  contracts  must,  therefore,  of  necessity  be 
set  aside.  It  is  upon  the  theory  of  the  rescission  and  abro- 
gation of  the  contracts  that  equity  steps  in,  and  winds  up  its 
affairs,  and  makes  a  ratable  distribution  of  assets. 

In  this  connection  it  may  be  well  to  refer  to  a  clause  on 
each  certificate  of  membership  issued  prior  to  1895.  After 
certifying  that  the  member  is  the  holder  of  so  many  shares 
of  stock  of  a  certain  maturity  value,  and  in  consideration  of 
the  first  payment,  together  with  the  agreements  contained 
in  the  application  for  membership,  etc.,  the  association  will 
pay  the  member  the  maturity  value  of  the  stock  upon  the 
expiration  of  the  period  therein  limited,  the  stock  certificate 
further  says:  "  This  certificate  is  issued  to  and  accepted  by 
the  holder  upon  the  following  express  terms  and  conditions: 
1st.  The  said  shareholder  shall  not  have  any  claim  or  interest 
in  the  affairs,  assets,  or  funds  of  this  association,  nor  the  con- 
trol of  them,  except  as  above  specifically  set  forth,  and  as- 
sumes no  liability  of  any  kind  whatsoever  except  as  herein- 
before described."  It  is  urged  that  under  this  contract  the 
shareholder  had  no  liability  except  the  payment  of  hfe 
monthly  instalments,  and  it  follows  as  a  necessary  corollary 
that  he  is  not  liable  for  any  losses  or  expenses.  It  is  doubt- 
ful if  this  would  be  the  legal  effect  of  the  contract  when  we 
come  to  consult  the  by-laws,  which  are  printed  on  the  back 
of  all  stock  except  prepaid  certificates.  But,  whether  it 
would  or  not,  the  insolvency  of  the  association  is  alike  fatal 
to  this  as  well  as  to  the  other  terms  of  the  contract  If  this 
were  not  so,  it  would  lead  to  endless  confusion  and  compli- 
cation. If  this  claim  is  good  for  one,  it  is  good  for  all.  If 
these  borrowers  are  exempted  from  liability  for  losses,  then 
every  nonborrower  may  claim  the  same  privilege,  and  each 
stockholder  would,  in  legal  effect,  become  a  preferred  cred- 
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itor  in  the  order  in  which  he  took  membership, —  a  proposi- 
tion utterly  at  variance  with  the  scheme  of  the  organization, 
and  in  violation  of  the  plainest  principles  of  equity. 

This  leads  us  to  a  consideration  of  the  status  of  the  bor- 
rowing members  with  reference  to  the  corporation,  and 
their  liability  to  sustain  their  ratable  share  of  the  losses  of 
the  association.  Does  the  borrowing  member  still  remain  a 
member  of  the  corporation  ?  Under  the  charter  and  by-laws 
there  can  be  no  reasonable  doubt  but  that  he  does.  He  is 
not  in  the  position  of  an  ordinary  borrower  of  money.  He 
remains  a  member  of  the  association,  subject  to  its  charter 
and  by-laws,  and  in  taking  the  advance  on  his  shares  he  is 
only  allowed  to  anticipate  the  final  redemption  of  all  shares. 
His  assignment  of  his  stock  as  collateral  to  his  loan  does  not 
cancel  his  membership.  By  the  very  terms  of  his  loan  he 
agrees  to  pay  the  dues  on  his  stock  until  maturity.  He  par- 
ticipates in  the  earnings  which  are  to  go  towards  discharg- 
ing the  obligations  on  his  loan,  and  to  shorten  the  time  when 
he  will  be  fully  discharged  therefrom.  Eoersmcmn  v.  Schmitt, 
53  Ohio  St.  174;  Endlich,  Building  Asso.  §§  122-124;  'Me- 
chcmics  B.  dk  L.  Asso.  v.  Conover^  14  N.  J.  Eq.  219 ;  Pa/rher 
V.  FuUon  L,  cfe  B,  Asso.  46  Ga.  166.  Hence,  being  equally 
entitled  with  all  the  others,  in  the  direct  ratio  of  his  interest 
in  the  society,  to  share  in  the  common  gains  of  the  enter- 
prise, he  is  liable  to  contribute,  in  the  same  proportion  in 
which  he  expects  to  profit,  to  the  losses  and  expenses  inci- 
dent to  the  management.  Endlich,  Building  Asso.  §§  77-79, 
518;  McOrdth  v.  HcrniUton  8.  (6  Z.  Asso.  44  Pa.  St.  383. 

The  association  being  insolvent,  nothing  remains  to  be 
done  but  to  wind  up  its  affairs  so  as  to  do  equity  between 
the  creditors  and  between  the  members  themselves.  As  re- 
gards the  latter,  care  should  be  taken  to  adjust  the  burdens 
equally,  and  not  to  throw  upon  either  borrowers  or  nonbor- 
rowers  more  than  their  respective  shares.  Just  how  to  reach 
this  result  has  given  rise  to  a  great  contrariety  of  decisions. 
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The  learned  judge  of  the  superior  court  held,  as  to  the 
Langworthy  petition,  that  the  mortgagor  should  be  charged 
with  the  amount  of  her  mortgage,  with  legal  interest,  and 
credited  her  with  aU  payments  made  to  the  association,  with 
legal  interest.  This  ruling,  in  effect,  gave  her,  not  only  the 
benefit  of  all  interest  payments,  but  also  all  payments  made 
on  her  stock,  in  reducing  the  amount  of  her  mortgage  debt 
This  could  only  be  justified  on  the  theory  that  when  she  ob- 
tained a  loan  she  ceased  to  be  a  member  of  the  association. 
As  we  have  already  seen,  he  was  not  justified  in  such  a  con- 
clusion. Iler  rights  should  have  been  ascertained  and  de- 
fined on  the  basis  that  she  remained  a  m^nber,  notwith- 
standing her  loan.  To  allow  Mrs,  lAmgworthy  to  credit 
upon  her  mortgage  her  payments  on  her  stock,  would  en- 
able her  to  escape  responsibility  for  her  share  of  losses,  and 
throw  them  wholly  upon  the  nonborrowers;  in  other  words, 
the  borrowers  would  escape  without  loss.  So  palpable  an 
injustice  cannot  be  sanctioned.  While  the  mortgage  may 
secure  the  payment  of  both  stock  dues  and  interest,  they 
stand  upon  an  entirely  different  footing.  Interest  is  not 
paid  as  a  stockholder,  but  as  a  borrower.  Stock  dues  are 
paid  by  all  members,  and  the  funds  accumulated  by  their 
payments  belong  to  all  the  members  alike.  If  by  malad- 
ministration of  the  affairs  of  the  association  the  fund  is  di- 
minished, the  losses  should  fall  evenly  upon  all.  As  we 
view  it,  the  equitable  rule  would  be  to  charge  the  petitioner 
with  the  amount  of  her  loan  at  legal  interest,  and  credit  her 
with  all  interest  payments  made  by  her,  on  the  principle  of 
partial  payments,  as  stated  in  SM  v.  Dv/rcmd^  58  Wis.  160, 
and  upon  payment  of  the  balance  found  due,  then  to  release 
her  mortgage.  This  is  the  rule  adopted  in  Pennsylvania, 
the  mother  of  building  and  loan  associations  in  this  country, 
xind  finds  ready  support  in  other  jurisdictions.  Strohen  v. 
FrcmMi/n  S.  cfe  Z.  Asso.  115  Pa.  St.  273;  Hogers  v.  SaayOy  92 
Tenn.  35 ;  Weir  v.  Granite  State  P.  Am.  (N.  J.  Ch.),  38  Atl. 
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Rep.  643.  Whatever  may  be  dae  her  upon  her  stock  can 
be  readily  ascertained  when  the  affairs  of  the  corporation 
are  wound  up  and  final  distribution  made. 

The  same  rule  must  be  applied  to  the  order  made  on  the 
White  and  Vaoh  PeH  petition.  White  became  a  member  in 
his  lifetime,  and  afterwards  secured  a  loan.  His  status  as  a 
member  became  fixed  at  that  time.  The  contract  became 
no  more  sacred  or  inviolable  because  of  his  death.  Neither 
did  the  fact  that  these  petitioners  afterwards  became  the 
owners  of  the  mortgaged  premises  change  the  situation. 
They  can  secure  no  greater  rights  than  White  would  have 
had  had  he  lived.  In  equity  they  might  possibly  be  subro- 
gated to  the  right  to  claim  whatever  may  be  found  due  on 
stock,  but  that  is  not  now  available  in  reduction  of  the  mort- 
gage debt. 

As  to  the  Eggleston  petition,  a  somewhat  different  question 
has  arisen.  The  court  below  found  that  she  never  became 
a  member  of  the  association,  but  was  a  creditor  thereof,  and 
entitled  to  be  paid  the  amount  she  had  paid  in  with  interest, 
in  common  with  other  creditors,  and  in  preference  to  the 
claims  of  stockholders ;  in  other  words,  that  her  transaction 
with  the  association  was,  in  legal  effect,  but  a  loan  of  so 
much  money.  We  need  not  concern  ourselves  over  the  ques- 
tion of  whether,  under  its  articles,  the  corporation  had  au- 
thority to  issue  this  class  of  stock  or  not.  The  stock  was 
issued  and  accepted  by  the  petitioner,  and  we  cannot  permit 
either  the  receiver  or  the  holder  to  question  its  validity.  It 
is  certainly  valid  as  between  the  parties,  so  long  as  it  does 
not  contravene  public  policy  and  was  not  issued  in  defiance 
of  any  statutory  prohibition.  We  are  not  advised  of  the 
precise  ground  upon  which  the  court  based  its  decision. 
Probably  it  was  upon  that  clause  in  the  certificate  before 
quoted,  to  the  effect  that  the  holder  should  have  no  claim 
or  interest  in  the  affairs  of  the  association,  etc.  The  certifi- 
cate  under  which  the  petitioner  makes  claim  recites  that  she 
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is  ^^  the  owner  of  nineteen  shares  of  stock  "  in  the  associa- 
tion, of  the  par  value  of  $100 ;  that  she  has  paid  therefor 
$1,105.80,  being  ninety-six  payments  of  seventy  cents  each, 
less  a  rebate  of  $9  on  each  share.  In  consideration  thereof 
the  association  agrees  to  pay  her  $100  for  each  share  at  the 
end  of  ninetynsix  months.  This  includes  a  profit  of  $32.80 
on  each  share,  besides  the  rebate,  and  is  the  same  profit  that 
was  to  be  paid  to  other  stockholders.  Article  29  of  the  by- 
laws provided  that  the  board  of  directors  might  offer  for 
sale  ^'  prepaid  stock,  or  stock  upon  which  instalments  may 
be  fully  paid  in  advance."  There  can  be  no  doubt  but  that 
Mrs.  Eggleston  made  her  investment  under  this  by-law,  and 
it  is  equally  clear  that  she  thereby  became  a  member  of  the 
association.  The  fact  that  her  relations  with  the  company 
were  somewhat  limited  did  not  prevent  her  becoming  a 
member.  Such  construction  must  be  given  the  certificate  as 
will  effectuate  the  intention  of  the  parties.  The  first  part 
of  the  certificate  deals  with  both  parties  on  the  basis  of  pe- 
titioner's membership  in  the  association.  To  construe  the 
limiting  clause  mentioned  to  devest  her  of  membership  in 
the  association,  is  to  render  the  other  part  of  the  certificate 
entirely  nugatory.  This  would  be  contrary  to  the  evident 
intention  of  the  parties,  and  contrary  to  tiie  rules  of  con- 
struction laid  down  in  Wis.  M.  ds  F.  Ins.  Co,  Bomk  v.  WU- 
kin,  95  Wis.  111. 

On  the  basis  that  the  petitioner  became  and  is  a  member 
of  the  association,  the  contract  between  them  became  impos^ 
sible  of  performance,  because  of  the  insolvency  of  the  com- 
pany. Upon  that  basis  her  counsel  argues  that  her  stock 
became  preferred,  and  entitled  her  to  payment  in  full,  in 
preference  to  holders  of  other  kinds  of  stock.  Just  why  this 
is  so  is  not  at  all  evident.  There  is  nothing  in  the  stock 
contract  or  in  the  charter  or  by-laws  that  would  give  it  this 
distinctive  character.  All  classes  of  stock  are  equally  mer- 
itorious, and  in  marshaling  the  assets  no  stockholder,  in  the 
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absence  of  some  provisions  in  the  charter  or  by-laws  of  the 
association,  should  be  given  preference  over  another.  JETohenr 
sheU  V.  Some  S.  <&  Z.  Asso.  140  Mo.  566. 

The  case  of  Gibson  v.  Safety  H.  <&  Z.  Asso.  170  111.  44, 
seems  to  me  to  be  especially  applicable  to  the  matter  under 
consideration.  The  court  says:  " Each  of  these  certificates 
was  issued  upon  the  payment  to  this  association  of  fifty  dol- 
lars. The  holders  now  say  that  tiie  association  had  no  au- 
thority under  the  law  to  issue  them.  In  other  words,  they 
contend  that  a  building  and  loan  association,  under  the  stat- 
utes of  this  state,  cannot  lawfully  issue  paid-up  stock ;  and 
from  that  premise  they  conclude  that  they  themselves  may 
repudiate  the  validity  of  the  stock,  and,  to  the  extent  of  the 
money  paid  therefor,  they  should  be  treated  as  preferred 
creditors  of  the  association.  If  it  be  true  that  the  associa- 
tion had  no  authority  of  law  to  issue  the  stock,  it  is  equally 
true  that  the  holders  of  the  stock  had  no  right  or  authority 
of  law  to  accept  it;  and,  if  they  were  claiming  any  benefit 
therefrom,  other  stockholders  might,  with  propriety,  ques- 
tion the  legality  of  the  transaction.  But  the  holders  of  the 
stock  are  in  the  anomalous  position  of  themselves  repudiat- 
ing its  validity,  and  thereby  seek  to  obtain  an  advantage 
over  those  who  are  the  legal  stockholders  of  the  association. 
It  seems  to  us  unreasonable  to  say  that  these  stockholders 
may  be  allowed  to  assert  the  illegality  of  the  action  of  the 
building  association,  to  which  they  themselves  were  parties, 
and  at  the  same  time,  by  reason  of  that  illegality,  place  them- 
selves in  a  better  position  than  they  would  have  been  had 
their  stock  been  valid.  They  bought  paid-up  stock.  They 
paid  for  it.  No  one  is  questioning  their  right  to  the  benefit 
of  that  stock,  and,  clearly,  they  cannot  be  heard  to  do  so." 
This  leaves  very  little  more  that  needs  to  be  said.  The  fail- 
ure of  the  association  is  a  calamity  both  to  the  prepaid  and 
deferred  payment  stockholders.  In  their  tribulation,  when 
they  appealed  to  the  court  of  conscience,  they  must  be  con- 
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tent  to  be  put  on  as  nearly  an  equal  footing  with  other  stock- 
holders as  human  judgment  can  place  them.  This  will  be 
done  by  allowing  the  petitioner's  claim  as  a  stockholder,  and 
giving  her  a  just  share  of  the  assets,  after  all  losses  and  ex- 
penses have  been  adjusted  and  paid. 

By  the  Court. —  As  to  the  appeal  from  each  of  the  three 
orders  mentioned,  the  orders  of  the  superior  court  of  Mil- 
waukee county  are  reversed,  and  the  cause  is  remanded  for 
further  proceedings  according  to  this  opinion. 


Smith,  Respondent,  vs.  Diosiinson,  imp..  Appellant 

S^teniber  gl  —  October  11, 1898, 

Equity:  C(mlributi<m  between  ffuarantors:  Counterclaim:  Insolvency  of 
corporation:  Unpaid  stock  subscription:  Parties, 

1.  In  an  action  for  contribution  between  guarantors  of  tfae  note  of  a 

corporation,  a  debt  due  from  the  plaintiff  to  the  corporation  on  a 
subscription  to  its  stock  cannot  be  allowed  as  an  equitable  counter- 
claim in  favor  of  the  defendant  on  the  ground  that  the  corpora- 
tion, which  Would  be  answerable  over  to  him,  is  insolvent,  where 
such  insolvency  is  a  mere  present  Inability  of  the  coi-poration  to 
pay  its  debts  as  they  fall  due,  but  there  is  a  trust  fund,  consisting 
of  unpaid  subscriptions  for  stock,  owing  by  solvent  stockholders, 
amply  sufficient  to  meet  all  liabilities. 

2.  AM  solvent  stockholders  of  the  corporation  whose  stock  subscrip- 

tions are  unpaid  are  interested  parties  in  such  case,  and  should  be 
before  the  court  for  an  adjustment  of  their  rights  before  such  an 
application  of  the  liability  of  any  one  of  them  can  be  made. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county :  Geo.  E.  Sutheblakd,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  for  contribution  between  guarantors.  Plaintiff 
and  defendant  jointly  guaranteed  the  payment  of  a  promis- 
sory note,  which,  in  process  of  time,  plaintiff  was  compelled 
to  pay  in  full,  whereupon  he  brought  this  action  against  his 
co-guarantor  to  recover  one  half  of  the  amount  so  paid.    The 
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defendant  answered,  denying  that  plaintiff  paid  the  note  a& 
claimed  by  him,  and  alleging  that  he  paid  it  by  discharging 
his  own  indebtedness  to  the  corporation.  The  facts  claimed 
in  that  regard  were  also  set  up  as  an  equitable  defense,  and 
after  the  trial  and  before  Jlidgment  the  court  allowed  an 
amendment,  putting  the  equitable  defense  into  the  form  of 
an  equitable  counterclaim.  The  cause  was  tried  by  the  court 
and  resulted  in  findings  of  fact  covering  the  issues  raised  by 
the  pleadings,  in  substance  as  follows: 

(1)  June  7, 1893,  the  Milwaukee  &  Eastern  Transit  Com- 
pany, by  its  promissory  note  dated  on  that  day,  promised  to 
pay  to  the  Wisconsin  Marine  &  Fire  Insurance  Company 
Bank,  one  day  after  date,  $53,000,  with  interest  at  the  rate 
of  seven  per  cent,  per  annum. 

(2)  Before  the  note  was  delivered,  plaintiff  and  defendant 
Dickinson  duly  guaranteed  the  payment  thereof. 

(3)  After  the  maturity  of  the  note,  plaintiff  was  obliged  to, 
and  did,  pay  the  note,  the  amount  required  being  |60,018.39. 

(4)  By  reason  of  such  pajinent  defendant  Dickinson  is  now 
indebted  to  the  plaintiff  in  the  sum  of  $32,978.41. 

(5)  When  plaintiff  paid  the  note  he  was  the  holder  of  cer- 
tificates for  ninety-two  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  the 
debtor  company,  of  the  par  value  of  $92,000,  thirty  shares 
having  been  subscribed  for  by  him  in  May,  1891,  twenty- 
nine  shares  October  19, 1891,  and  thirty-three  shares  acquired 
by  purchase,  on  all  of  which  twenty  per  cent,  has  been  paid. 
Defendant  Dickinson^  in  May,  1891,  subscribed  for  ten  shares 
and  received  certificates  therefor  upon  the  payment  of  twenty 
per  cent,  of  their  face.     He  thereafter  paid  a  call  or  assess- 

.  ment  on  such  stock  of  ten  per  cent.  From  the  organization 
of  the  company  until  after  the  payment  of  the  note  by  plaint- 
iff, he  was  the  president,  treasurer,  and  one  of  the  directors 
of  the  corporation,  and  the  defendant  was  its  secretary,  gen- 
eral manager,  and  one  of  its  directors. 

(6)  Before  plaintiff  paid  the  note,  various  assessments  or 
calls  upon  the  capital  stock  of  the  corporation  were  attempted 
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to  be  made,  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  sixty-four  per 
cent.,  but  they  were  invalid,  no  by-law  or  regulation  of  the 
corporation,  providing  for  calling  in  subscriptions  to  stock, 
having  been  made. 

(7)  Plaintiff  did  not,  by  reason  of  the  assessments  men- 
tioned, become  liable  to  the  corporation  in  any  sum  what- 
ever. 

(8)  Defendant's  equitable  defense  is  not  sustained,  and  he 
is  therefore  liable  to  the  plaintiff  in  this  action  in  the  sum 
of  $32,978.41  and  costs. 

Exceptions  were  filed  on  the  part  of  defendant  Dichmson 
to  raise  the  question  as  to  whether  the  finding  that  plaintiff 
did  not  become  liable  to  the  corporation  on  account  of  the 
assessments  attempted  to  be  made  upon  the  corporation  stock, 
and  the  question  of  whether,  if  he  did  become  so  indebted, 
the  indebtedness  should  be  applied  to  extinguish  his  claim 
for  contribution.  Judgment  Was  rendered  in  favor  of  the 
plaintiff,  and  defendant  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  If.  B.  Neden  and 
Austin  (6  Fehvy  and  oral  argument  by  TT.  H.  Austin,  To 
the  point  that  defendant  was  entitled  to  relief  under  his 
counterclaim  they  cited  De  Colyar,  Guaranty,  *315 ;  Brandt, 
Suretyship  &  G.  (1st  ed,),  §  228;  Bezzdl  v.  White,  13  Ala. 
422;  Morrison  v,  Taylor ,  21  id.  781;  StaUworth  v.  Preslar, 
34  id.  509;  OiOespie  v.  Torromce,  25  K  T.  306;  Coffin  v.  Mc- 
Lecm,  80  id.  560;  Hiner  v.  Newion,  30  Wis.  640;  O'Blmia  v. 
Karing,  57  N.  T.  649;  Faurot  v.  Gates,  86  Wis.  574;  Davis 
V,  TovJmin,  77  N.  T.  280;  Smith  v,  Fdton,  43  id.  421;  WeUs 
V.  Miller,  66  id.  255;  McGehee  v.  McGehee,  12  Ala.  83;  Den- 
nis  V.  GelZespie,  24  Miss.  581;  Mason  v.  Lord,  20  Pick.  447; 
Atkinson  v,  Stewart,  2  B.  Mon.  348;  Bachdder  v,  Fishe,  17 
Mass.  464 ;  Schulze  v.  Stevner,  100  Ala.  149 ;  McDonald  Mfg. 
Go.  V.  Moran,  52  Wis.  203;  DoUe  v.  Fidelity  <&  C.  Co.  95  id. 
540;  Pendleton  v.  Beyer,  94  id.  33. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Miller,  Nbyes, 
MiUer  cfe  WaM,  and  oral  argument  by  Geo.  H.  Noyes. 
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MaeshalLj  J.  The  principal  contentions  of  appellant  on 
this  appeal  are  that  the  court  should  have  found  that  assess- 
ments on  stock  subscriptions  were  due  and  payable  to  the 
maker  of  the  note  from  plaintiff;  that  such  maker  was  in- 
solvent so  that  any  sum  paid  by  defendant  as  contributor 
could  not  subsequently  be  recovered  of  such  maker  by  him; 
^and  that  by  reason  of  the  facts  defendant  was  entitled  in 
equity  to  the  use,  as  an  equitable  counterclaim  to  plaintiff's 
<5ause  of  action,  of  the  latter's  indebtedness  to  the  corpora- 
tion. The  equitable  doctrine  invoked  is  well  established. 
It  permits  claims,  whether  such  as  are  the  subjects  of  setoff 
or  counterclaim  under  the  statute  or  not,  to  be  applied  upon 
the  principal  claim  in  suit  on  equitable  principles,  where  cir- 
cumstances exist  such  as  to  render  that  course  necessary  in 
order  to  prevent  injustice.  The  subject  received  a  pretty 
full  discussion  in  Pendleton  v.  Beyer ^  94  Wis.  31,  where  many 
cases  in  this  and  other  courts  are  cited.  The  doctrine  may 
be  properly  stated  thus:  Where  a  person  has  a  contract 
claim  against  another  or  several  others  to  whom  a  third  in- 
solvent person  is  answerable  over,  and  said  third  person  has 
such  a  claim  against  the  first  person  reducible  to  a  money 
judgment,  whether  technically  due  or  not,  or  where  such 
first  person  is  insolvent  and  has  such  a  claim  against  several, 
either  jointly  or  as  partners,  and  they,  or  one  or  more  of 
them,  individually,  have  like  claims  against  him,  whether 
properly  the  subjects  of  counterclaim  under  the  statute  or 
not,  they  constitute  equitable  counterclaims  or  setoffs  so  far 
as  necessary  to  adjust  the  ultimate  rights  of  the  parties  and 
prevent  injustice. 

Pendleton  v.  Beyer^  swpra^  is  an  apt  illustration  of  one 
phase  of  this  rule.  The  plaintiff  there  sued  the  defendant 
for  a  settlement  and  accounting  of  partnership  affairs,  alleg- 
ing that  on  such  settlement  and  accounting  a  considerable 
sum  of  money  would  be  found  justly  due  him.    Defendants 

alleged  the  insolvency  of  plaintiff  and  counterclaimed  for 
Vol.  100—37 
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demands  due  them  in  severalty,  some  connected  with  and 
some  independent  of  the  partnership  transactions.  Each  de- 
fendant asked  that  any  sum  found  due  from  him  to  plaintiff, 
or  to  the  firm  for  plaintiff's  use,  might  be  diminished  by  the 
amount  justly  due  him  from  the  plaintiff.  None  of  the  claims 
was  such  as  would  satisfy  the  statutory  requisites  of  a  coun- 
terclaim, yet  they  were  all  held  good  as  equitable  counter- 
claims on  account  of  plaintiff's  insolvency.  Again,  in  Zin- 
derman  v.  Disbrow,  31  Wis.  465,  the  action  was  at  law  for 
an  unpaid  balance  for  a  bill  of  goods.  Defendant  answered, 
among  other  things,  that  the  parties  and  a  third  person 
were  copartners,  and  alleged  facts  sufficient  to  show  that  he 
was  entitled  in  equity  to  a  settlement  of  the  partnership 
transactions,  and  that  it  would  show  a  considerable  indebt- 
edness from  the  plaintiff  to  him,  which  he  requested  to  be 
applied  upon  plaintiff's  claim,  and  that  the  third  member  of 
the  firm  be  brought  in  in  order  that  a  complete  settlement 
and  accounting  of  the  partnership  affairs  might  be  had  for 
that  purpose.  On  appeal  it  was  held,  following  Sprout  i\ 
Crowley  J  30  Wis.  187,  that  the  facts  did  not  constitute  an 
equitable  defense  or  counterclaim,  but  onl}^  because  of  want 
of  an  allegation  and  proof  of  fraud,  insolvency,  or  other 
special  circumstances  to  call  for  the  application  of  the  equi- 
table doctrine. 

The  general  doctrine  running  through  all  the  cases  on  the 
subject  is  that  equity  will  set  off  cross  demands  against  each 
other,  whether  the  subject  of  setoff  or  counterclaim  under 
the  statute  or  not,  if,  on  account  of  the  nature  of  the  claim 
or  the  situation  of  the  parties,  justice  cannot  otherwise  be 
done.  When  cross  demands  must  be  so  offset  in  order  to 
prevent  the  situation  of  one  being  obliged  to  pay  and  look 
to  an  insolvent  person  to  reimburse  him,  or  to  pay  while 
having  a  claim  against  the  payee  not  the  subject  of  a  coun- 
terclaim under  the  statute,  and  which  will  be  lost  if  not  ex- 
tinguished by  the  cross  demand,  equit}^  will  brush  aside  all 
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forms  in  order  to  adjust  the  real  equity  between  the  parties 
by  using  one  claim  upon  the  other. 

A  study  of  this  case  leads  to  the  conclusion  that  the  doc- 
trine above  discussed,  and  upon  which  appellant  relies,  can- 
not be  successfully  invoked  here,  even  assuming  that  the 
court  should  have  held  that  respondent  was  indebted  to  the 
corporation  for  unpaid  subscriptions,  as  appellant  claims, 
for  several  reasons. 

First,  there  is  no  finding  that  the  maker  of  the  note  was 
insolvent,  and  no  proof  to  sustain  such  a  finding  when  the 
amounts  of  unpaid  subscriptions  are  considered  as  a  part  of 
the  corporate  assets  for  the  payment  of  liabilities,  and  they 
must  be  so  considered  in  determining  the  question  of  the 
ability  of  defendant  to  collect  of  the  corporation.  True,  the 
corporation  was  insolvent  according  to  the  ordinary  accepta- 
tion of  the  term;  that  is,  it  was  unable  to  pay  its  debts  as 
they  fell  due ;  but  insolvency  to  call  into  action  the  equitable 
doctrine  discussed  in  this  opinion  means  more :  it  means  an 
insufficiency  of  assets  to  meet  liabilities.  That  is  manifest^ 
because  the  doctrine  applies  only  where,  from  the  situation 
of  the  parties,  justice  cannot  otherwise  be  done.  That  can- 
not be  said  to  be  the  situation  merely  because  of  the  insolv- 
ency of  a  corporation  in  that  it  is  not  presently  of  sufficient 
ability  to  meet  the  demands  upon  it,  if  there  is  a  trust  twnW 
consisting  of  unpaid  subscriptions  for  stock,  owing  by  solv- 
ent stockholders,  amply  sufficient  to  meet  all  liabilities. 

Several  of  the  parties  interested,  whose  equities  would  be 
affected  by  the  judgment,  were  not  before  the  court.  All 
solvent  stockholders  at  least  were  interested  parties.  They 
were  liable  to  contribute  in  proportion  to  their  stock  to  a 
fund  sufficient  to  pay  all  the  corporate  debts,  unless  they 
exceeded  the  amount  due  on  the  stock,  but  no  one  creditor 
had  a  right  to  take,  for  his  sole  benefit,  the  assessment,  or 
any  special  part  of  it,  against  any  portion  of  the  stock  in 
advance  of  a  complete  settlement  of  the  corporate  affairs 
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and  an  adjustment  of  the  rights  of  all  stockholders  on  a 
basis  of  equality.  No  one  stockholder  could  be  compelled 
to  pay  more  than  his  share  by  exhausting  the  calls  against 
another  for  the  benefit  of  a  particular  creditor!  Otherwise, 
in  the  winding-up  proceedings,  the  rights  of  some  stockhold- 
ers might  be  seriously  impaired.  So,  before  any  specific  ap- 
plication could  be  made,  as  was  sought  for  by  defendant 
here,  the  ultimate  rights  of  all  parties  interested  would  nec- 
essarily have  to  be  determined.  That  was  not  possible  be- 
cause the  parties  were  not  all  before  the  court.  So,  as  said, 
independent  of  whether  the  court  found  rightly  on  the  sub- 
ject of  plaintiff's  indebtedness  to  the  corporation,  the  judg- 
ment appealed  from  cannot  be  disturbed. 
By  the  Cowrt. —  The  judgment  is  affirmed. 


Sbymoub  and  others,  Appellants,  vs.  Cushway  and  others, 
10?  1^1  Kespondents. 

September  ISIS—  October  11, 1898. 

Statute  of  frauds:  Partnership  to  purchase  standing  timber:  Breach: 
Fraud:  Equity:  Tnists:  Sufficiency  of  writing:  Remedy  at  lata, 

1.  An  agreement  to  form  a  partnership  to  purchase  lands  is  within  the 
statute  of  frauds  and  void  unless  in  writing. 

a.  Fraud  is  not  established  by  the  mere  breach  of  an  oral  contract,  void 
under  the  statute  of  f rauds,  to  enter  into  a  partnership  for  the  pur- 
cha^  of  standing  timber. 

Z,  Plaintiffs  and  the  defendants  C.  and  H.  entered  into  an  oral  agreement 
of  copartnership,  or  to  form  a  partnership,  the  main  purpose  of 
which  was  the  purchase  of  certain  standing  timber.  Before  anj 
interest  in  the  timber  had  been  acqiured,  and  before  plaintiffs  had 
done  anything  in  the  way  of  performing  the  agreement,  said  defend- 
ants repudiated  it  and  entered  into  partnership  with  the  defendant 
8.  to  purchase  the  same  timber,  and  the  purchase  was  made  by  them 
without  any  frauds  concealment,  or  misrepresentation.  The  plaint- 
iffs paid  no  part  of  the  consideration  for  the  timber,  and  contrib- 
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uted  nothing  either  of  time,  labor,  or  money,  to  the  business  of  the 
^rm  which  made  the  purchase,  and  had  not,  in  any  way,  altered 
their  position  on  the  faith  of  any  promise  made  to  them  by  any  of 
the  defendants.  Held,  that  plaintiffs  had  no  interest  in  the  tim- 
ber, legal  or  equitable,  no  trust  in  their  f a^or  arising  from  the  facts.. 

4.  Prior  to  the  making  of  the  oral  agreement  with  plaintiffs,  the  de- 
fendants C.  and  H.  had  made  a  written  agreement  between  them- 
selves, reciting  the  contemplated  purchase  of  timber  and  stating, 
that  C.  was  to  conduct  the  negotiations  with  the  owners  and  was 
to  receive  one  fourth  of  the  profits,  and  H.  and  those  associated 
with  him  were  to  furnish  the  necessary  capital  and  were  to  receive 
three  fourths  of  the  profit&  Hdd,  that  this  was  not  a  sufficient 
writing  to  satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  statute  of  frauds  in  re- 
spect to  the  agreement  with  plaintiffs,  because  they  were  not  par- 
ties to  it,  and  because  it  did  not  contain  the  essential  terms  of  that 
agreement. 

&  The  doctrine  that  equity  will  not  allow  the  statute  of  frauds  to  be 
made  an  instrument  of  fraud  has  no  application  to  such  a  case. 

6.  For  the  breach  of  the  oral  agreement  of  partnership  to  which  plaint- 
iffs were  parties,  their  remedy,  if  any,  is  at  law,  not  in  equity. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county:  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed, 

This  is  an  equitable  action  to  have  a  trust  declared  in  cer- 
tain standing  timber,  the  legal  title  to  which  had  been  con- 
veyed to  defendants,  and  in  the  profits  derived  by  them 
from  the  business  of  manufacturing  it  into  lumber.  The 
complaint  alleged,  in  substance,  among  other  things,  that  an 
oral  agreement  was  made  between  the  plaintiffs  Richard  A. 
SeymouVy  John  Seymov/r^  and  Antoine  E,  Ca/rtier^  and  the  de- 
fendants Joseph  H,  Cushway  and  one  Fred  JSerrick  to  form 
a  partnership  to  purchase  said  timber  and  manufacture  it; 
that  the  defendants  fraudulently  colluded  to  break  the  agree- 
ment and  prevent  its  consummation  and  subsequently  pur- 
chase  the  timber  for  themselves,  and  were  then  engaged  in 
cutting  it  into  lumber,  from  which  they  derived  large  profits; 
and  that  the  timber  rights  so  acquired  by  them  were  very 
valuable,  and  would  continue  to  yield  large  returns. 

The  defendant  Cushway,  a  half-breed  Indian  of  little  or  na 
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pecuniary  responsibility,  parted  with  his  interest  before  the 
business  was  started,  and  so  did  not  appear  in  the  action. 
The  defendants  Herrick  and  Stea/msj  answering  separately, 
denied  the  charges  of  fraud  and  collusion,  and  in  substance 
denied  that  the  plaintiffs  ever  acquired  any  rights  in  the 
timber  in  question.  They  also  insisted  that  the  complaint 
did  not  state  any  grounds  for  relief  in  equity,  but  that  the 
only  remedy  the  plaintiffs  had  was  an  action  at  law;  and  at 
the  commencement  of  the  trial  objected  to  any  evidence 
being  given  under  the  complaint  upon  the  ground  that  it 
did  not  state  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a  cause  of  action, 
but  the  objection  was  overruled. 

It  appears  that  the  subject  matter  of  the  controversy  was 
timber  on  the  Lac  du  Flambeau  Indian  reservation,  a  large 
tract  of  land,  about  70,000  acres  in  the  northern  part  of  the 
state,  set  apart  by  the  government  for  the  use  of  the  Chip- 
pewa Indians.  They  had  no  power  to  sell,  or  contract  for 
the  sale  of,  this  land,  except  by  permission  of  the  govern- 
ment,  and  subject  to  such  restrictions  as  it  should  prescribe. 
This  was  recognized  by  all  the  parties  at  every  stage  of  the 
negotiations.  It  was  understood  by  all  that  no  rights  what- 
ever could  be  acquired  in  such  timber  except  upon  such  terms 
and  conditions  as  should  be  prescribed  by  the  President. 

The  court  found,  among  other  matters,  that  the  defend- 
ants Uerrick  and  Cushway^  in  the  summer  of  1892,  under- 
took to  obtain  the  title  to  certain  of  the  timber  upon  said 
reservation,  and  made  a  proposition  to  the  Indians  to  buy  it 
at  specified  prices.  The  Indians  were  about  to  petition  the 
commissioner  of  Indian  affairs  for  permission  to  accept  the 
proposal,  when,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  farmer  upon  the 
reservation,  the  petition  was  withheld  until  Oushway  and 
Herrick  could  furnish  evidence  of  their  responsibility.  Her- 
rich  went  to  Ludington,  and  verbally  proposed  to  plaintiffs 
to  enter  into  partnership  with  him  and  Cushway  to  purchase 
the  timber  upon  the  reservation,  and  to  manufacture  it  into 
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lumber,  specifying  the  interest  which  each  should  have.  One 
of  the  plaintiflPs  went  with  Herrick  to  the  reservation,  and, 
after  looking  over  the  ground,  verbally  accepted  the  offer.  It 
was  then  represented  to  the  Indians  and  to  the  farmer  that 
the  plaintiffs  had  joined  with  Herrick  and  Cushway  in  the  pro- 
posed undertaking,  and,  their  references  being  satisfactory, 
the  petition  of  the  Indians  which  had  been  started  was  com- 
pleted and  delivered  to  the  defendant  Herrick.  The  parties 
then  proceeded  to  treat  with  the  government,  and  the  ap- 
proval of  the  scheme  by  the  Indian  agent  at  Ashland  was 
obtained  upon  representations  by  the  defendant  Herrick  that 
the  plaintiffs  were  or  would  be  members  of  the  firm  which 
was  to  purchase  the  timber.  Herrick  employed  an  attorney, 
and  went  with  him  to  Washington,  taking  said  petition  of 
the  Indians  for  authority  to  sell,  indorsed  with  the  approval 
of  the  Indian  agent.  At  Washington  they  prepared  and 
presented  to  the  commissioner  of  Indian  affairs  a  formal 
proposal  to'  buy  and  manufacture  into  lumber  all  the  timber 
upon*  the  allotted  lands  of  the  reservation.  This  was  signed 
by  J.  H.  Gush  way  &  Co.,  by  Fred  Herrick. 

The  defendants  Cushway  and  Hei^ick  had  signed  an  agree- 
ment reciting  the  contemplated  arrangements  with  the  La 
Pointe  Agency  of  Indians  of  Lac  du  Flambeau,  in  which  it 
was  stated  that  Gushway  was  to  act  in  the  capacity  of  agent 
in  dealing  with  the  Indians,  and  Herrick  and  those  associ- 
ated with  him  were  to  furnish  the  necessary  capital  for  buy- 
ing timber  and  manufacturing  lumber  and  shingles ;  that  it 
was  agreed  that  Cushway  should  devote  his  entire  time  and 
attention  to  procuring  of  timber,  dealing  with  Indians,  and 
as  interpreter,  and  perform  such  other  duties  as  were  neces- 
sary for  the  advantage  of  all  parties  in  such  enterprise ;  and 
he  was  to  have  "  for  such  services  the  one-fourth  of  the  net 
profits  of  such  undertaking,  and  said  Fred  Herrick  the  three- 
fourths  of  the  net  profits,  to  be  shared  between  him  and  his 
associates  in  such  undertaking."    Herrick  laid  the  situation 
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before  the  plaintiffs,  offered  them  an  interest  in  the  business 
proposed,  and  induced  them  to  go  with  him  to  the  reserva- 
tion, prepared  to  carry  through  the  negotiations  if  satisfied 
with  the  conditions  there.  His  offer  was  accepted,  and  a 
verbal  contract  of  copartnership  under  the  firm  name  of  J.  H. 
Cushway  &  Co.  was  there  concluded  between  the  plaintiffs 
and  the  defendants  Cushway  and  Herrick  to  carry  out  the 
undertaking,  by  which  the  plaintiffs  Seymowr  Bros,  were  to 
furnish  one  third  of  the  capital,  Ca/rtier  one  third,  and  Her- 
rich  one  third.  Profits  were  to  be  divided  into  four  parts, 
one  fourth  going  to  Cushway^  one  to  Herrick^  one  to  Cartiery 
and  one  to  Seymour  Bros,  Upon  the  showing  made  by  the 
plaintiffs  of  their  financial  and  business  standing,  and  the  as- 
surance that  the  plaintiffs  were  members  of  the  firm,  the 
petition  signed  by  the  Indians,  indorsed  by  the  farmer,  and 
approved  by  the  Indian  agent  at  the  La  Pointe  agency,  was 
obtained,  and  also  leases  of  land  sufficient  for  the  plant.  The 
petition  and  proposition  were  taken  by  Herrick  to  Washing- 
ton, and  submitted  to  the  Indian  commissioner,  and  aj;  his 
suggestion  the  proposition  was  amended  and  enlarged  by  a 
new  one,  signed  "J.  H.  Cushway  &  Co.,  by  Fred  Herrick^'^ 
which  proposed  to  purchase  from  lands  then  allotted,  and 
thereafter  to  be  allotted,  all  the  merchantable  pine,  hemlock, 
birch,  and  Norway  timber  on  the  reservation  at  certain 
prices,  and  to  give  bond  for  the  faithful  performance  of  the 
undertaking.  This  was  favorably  reported  by  the  commis- 
sioner to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  together  with  rules 
and  regulations  to  govern  the  sale  and  manufacture  of  the 
timber,  all  of  which  were  sanctioned  by  the  Secretary,  and 
reported  to  the  President;  and  on  the  28th  of  September, 
1892,  the  President  authorized  the  sale  of  all  timber  on  al- 
lotted lands,  and  the  dead  timber  on  the  unallotted  lands, 
to  J.  H.  Cushway  &  Co.,  and  its  manufacture  under  said 
rules  and  regulations. 

It  appears  that  Herrick  reported  to  the  plaintiffs  the  prog- 
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ress  of  the  matter  through  the  departments,  and  the  receipt 
by  Herrich  of  some  papers  from  Washington  after  the  Presi- 
dent's authority  was  obtained,  which  he  turned  over  to  the 
plaintiffs  for  examination,  and  that  he  obtained  them  again 
from  the  plaintiffs  before  they  had  an  opportunity  to  ex- 
amine them.  In  November  thereafter,  Herrich  interested 
the  defendant  Stearns  in  the  undertaking,  and  secured  from 
him  better  terms  than  he  had  made  with  the  plaintiffs,  and 
under  date  of  December  2, 1892,  the  three  defendants  en- 
tered into  a  contract  of  copartnership  under  the  firm  name  of 
J.  H.  Cushway  &  Co.,  "  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  into  effect 
the  undertaldng  of  J.  H.  Cushway  &  Co.  with  the  United 
States  government  regarding  the  purchase  of  timber  from 
the  Lao  du  Flambeau  Indians  of  Wisconsin;  that  said  co- 
partners undertake  to  carry  into  effect  all  that  pertains  to- 
the  proposition  of  said  J.  II.  Cushway  &  Co.  to  the  commis- 
sioner of  Indian  affairs,  and  the  requirements  of  the  United 
States  in  relation  thereto."  Thereafter  contracts  with  the 
Indians  were  concluded,  and  dated  back  to  December  2, 
1892,  by  which  sales  of  timber  were  made  to  J,  II.  Cushway y. 
Fred  Herrich^  and  Justus  S.  Steams^  doing  business  under 
the  firm  name  of  J.  H.  Cushway  &  Co. ;  and  later  the  mill 
was  erected,  and  has  since  been  operated,  by  the  said  firm. 
In. the  latter  part  of  November,  1S92,  the  plaintiffs  Sey- 
mour Bros,  received  a  letter  from  the  defendant  Herrich 
bearing  date  November  22,  1892,  in  which  he  said,  "  The 
talk  we  have  had  as  to  making  a  deal  between  you,  Mr, 
Cartier^  and  myself  as  to  my  timber  at  Lac  du  Flambeau, 
will  not  materialize."  Thereafter  the  plaintiffs  went  to  the 
reservation  for  an  explanation  of  this  letter,  and  the  defend- 
ant Herrich  there  denied  that  they  had  any  interest  in  the 
deal,  and  said  to  them  that  if  they  had  any  recourse  they 
must  take  it  at  law.  Articles  of  copartnership  were  then 
formed  between  Herrich  and  Stearns^  with  the  assent  of 
Cushway^  to  carry  out  the  undertaking  of  said  J.  H.  Cush- 
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way  &  Co.  with  the  United  States  regarding  the  purchase 
of  said  timber  from  the  Lac  du  Flambeau  Indians,  in  which 
articles  of  copartnership  Cuahway  acquiesced,  and  disclaimed 
any  vested  or  other  right  beyond  the  amount  of  compensa- 
tion to  be  received  by  said  Cmhway;  but  he  was  not  to 
have  any  of  the  rights  accorded  to  a  partner.  It  was  for 
this  alleged  wrongful  exclusion  of  the  plaintiffs  from  the 
firm,  and  the  substitution  of  the  defendant  Steams^  who  had 
notice  of  the  plaintiffs'  rights,  that  they  seek  relief.  The 
copartnership  agreement  between  Herrick  and  Steams  re- 
cites that  it  is  intended  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  into 
effect  the  undertaking  of  the  said  J.  H.  Cushway  &  Co.  with 
the  United  States  government  regarding  the  purchase  of 
timber  from  the  Lac  du  Flambeau  Indians  of  Wisconsin,  and 
to  carry  into  effect  all  that  pertains  to  the  proposition  of 
said  J.  H.  Cushway  &  Co.  to  the  commissioner  of  Indian 
affairs,  and  the  requirements  of  the  United  States  in  relation 
thereto. 

The  principal  issue  of  fact  litigated  was  whether  a  verbal 
contract  of  copartnership  was  concluded  between  the  parties 
mentioned,  the  defendants  Herrick  and  Steams  having  de- 
nied it.  Upon  this  issue  the  testimony  was  extended  and 
elaborate.  The  trial  court,  although  it  found  substantially 
in  the  plaintiffs'  favor  on  the  principal  qhestions  of  fact, 
held,  further,  that  the  contract  relied  on  by  the  plaintiffs  "  is 
word  for  word  just  such  a  partnership  as  the  supreme  court 
of  this  state  has  declared  to  be  void  because  not  in  writing  " 
(referring  to  Bird  v,  Morrison,  12  Wis.  138) ;  and  held  that 
the  contract  relied  on  by  the  plaintiffs  because  not  in  writ- 
ing was  in  all  respects  a  nullity;  the  trial  judge  stating:  "I 
am  clearly  of  the  opinion,  although  I  come  to  that  conclu- 
sion reluctantly,  that  this  partnership  was  absolutely  void ; 
that  no  trust  or  fiduciary  relationship  grew  out  of  it;  that 
it  left  3Ir,  Herrick  as  much  at  liberty  to  obtain  this  timber, 
or  to  take  in  other  partners,  or  to  deal  for  himself  alone  or 
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with  others,  as  though  no  such  agreement  had  ever  been 
made." 

Shortly  after  the  timber  was  secured  from  the  Indians 
who  held  allotments,  the  interest  of  the  defendant  Cushway 
was  purchased  by  the  codefendants  Herrick  and  Steams^  and 
they  have  since  continued  the  business  under  the  same  firm 
name;  and  as  fast  as  new  allotments  were  made  the  Presi- 
dent's authority  of  September  28,  1892,  was  extended  so  as 
to  allow  the  owners  of  such  allotments  to  make  sale  of  their 
timber  to  J.  H.  Cushway  &  Co.  under  the  terms,  rules,  and 
regulations  originally  so  made. 

The  findings  were  numerous  and  extended,  and,  with  the 
exceptions  thereto,  are  contained  in  the  record,  together 
with  the  opinion  of  the  trial  court.  Judgment  was  entered 
in  favor  of  defendants,  dismissing  the  complaint  upon  the 
merits,  and  for  costs,  from  which  the  plaintiffs  appealed. 

For  the  appellants  there  were  briefs  by  Elliott  dk  Hickox^ 
and  oral  argument  by  E.  S.  Elliott  and  C.  T.  Hiohox,  They 
contended,  inter  alia,  that  a  partnership,  even  if  formed  for 
the  purpose  of  dealing  in  land,  may  be  created  by  a  verbal 
agreement.  Parsons,  Partnership  (4th  ed.),  §  6;  Browne, 
Statute  of  Frauds,  §  262;  Ewell's  Lindley,  Partnership,  *81; 
8  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  701;  Bates,  Partnership, 
§  302;  1  Warvelle,  Vendors,  182,  §  15;  Dale  v,  Hamilton,  5 
Hare,  369;  Fall  River  TF.  Co,  v.  Borden,  10  Cush.  458; 
Holmes  v.  McCray,  51  Ind.  358,  19  Am.  Kep.  735;  Speyer  v. 
Desjardins,  144  111.  641;  Morton  v.  Nelson,  145  id.  586;  Bates 
V.  Bahcock,  16  L.  K.  A.  745.  There  is  a  distinction  between 
an  agreement  containing  a  stipulation  resting  in  parol  to 
convey  land  one  to  another,  and  an  agreement  merely  for 
sharing  in  the  profits  or  losses  of  a  contemplated  speculation 
in  such  property.  The  former  is  invalid  within  the  decision 
in  Bird  v.  Morrison,  12  Wis.  138,  unless  in  writing,  but  the 
latter  is  not.  Treat  v.  Hiles,  68  Wis.  344;  Watters  v,  McGui- 
gam.,  72  id.  155;  McMillen  v.  Pratt,  89  id.  630;  Bead  v. 
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MeagJiery  9  L.  E.  A.  455 ;  Fowler  v,  BaiUey^  14  Wis.  125 ; 
SjYiith  V,  TaHton^  2  Barb.  Ch.  336.  Equity  will  grant  relief 
notwithstanding  the  statute  of  frauds.  It  will  not  permit 
the  statute  of  frauds  to  be  invoked  for  the  consummation  of 
a  fraud.  2  Pomeroy,  Eq.  Jur.  921 ;  Dana  v.  Diiluth  Trust 
Co.  99  Wis.  663;  CuiZer  v.  Bahcock,  81  id.  195;  Brook  v. 
ChappeUy  34  id.  405.  The  principles  of  equitable  estoppel 
apply  with  particular  force  to  the  facts  of  this  case.  Brook 
V.  Chappea,  34  Wis.  405,  418;  Horn  v.  Cole,  51  N.  H.  287; 
St/rong  v.  ElUworth,  26  Vt.  366 ;  Dair  v,  U.  S.  16  Wall,  1-4. 
Where  equitable  relief  is  asked  in  a  case  proper  for  judgment 
at  law,  and  answer  made,  judgment  should  be  entered  as  at 
law.  Leonard  'O.  Rogan^  20  Wis.  540;  Jlopkmav,  Gilmariy 
22  id.  476;  Comh%  v.  ScoUy  76  id.  662;  Sta^  ex  rd.  Fowler  v. 
Circuit  Courty  98  id.  143. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Winkler,  Flan- 
ders, Smith,  Bottum  c&  VUas,  and  oral  argument  by  J.  G. 
Flanders.  They  argued,  among  other  things,  that  an  agree- 
ment to  form  a  partnership  to  purchase  land  is  within  the 
statute  of  frauds.  Bird  v.  Morrison,  12  Wis.  138;  3IeMil- 
Un  V.  PraU,  89  id.  612;  Clarke  v.  McAvliffe,  81  id.  106; 
Smith  V.  Burnham,  3  Sumner,  435 ;  Raub  v.  Smith,  61  Mich, 
543;  Brosnam,  v.  McKee,  63  id.  454;  Rowland  v.  Boozer,  10 
Ala.  695;  Pecot  v.  Annelin  Bros.  21  La.  Ann.  667;  Bailey 
V.  Ilemenway,  147  Mass.  326;  Fm^erson  v.  GaUoupe,  158  id. 
146.  An  agreement  to  join  with  another  in  the  purchase 
of  land  from  a  third  party  is  within  the  statute  of  frauds. 
Zevy  V.  Brush,  45  N.  T.  589;  Frien  v.  ZoriUard,  19  id.  299; 
Dunphy  "0.  Ryom,  116  U.  S.  491;  RoAJodon  v.  Dodge,  40  Mich. 
698;  Pa/rsons  v.  Phelan,  134  Mass.  109;  Bailey  v.  He7nen^ 
way,  147  id.  326;  HoUida  v.  Shoop,  4  Md.  465;  Green  v. 
Drummond,  31  id.  71 ;  Wallace  v.  Stevens,  64  Me.  225 ;  8  Am. 
&  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  701.  This  being  so,  why  should  the 
rule  be  different  where  the  agreement  is  to  form  a  partner- 
ship to  buy  lands  ?    The  agreement  being  entirely  verbal 
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and  within  the  statute  of  frauds,  it  is  absolutely  void  and 
can  give  rise  to  no  right  of  action,  legal  or  equitable.  Bratxr 
deis  V,  NeastadU^  13  Wis.  142;  Bailey  v.  Hemenway^  147 
Mass.  326;  Emerson  v.  Oalloupe^  158  id.  146;  Parsons  v. 
FhelGm,  134  id.  109;  Dunphy  v.  Eyan,  116  U.  S.  491;  Pur- 
cell  V,  Miner ^  4  Wall.  517;  BourTce  v.  Callanan,  160  Mass. 
195 ;  Levy  v.  Brushy  45  N.  T.  589.  If  the  alleged  agree- 
ment was  valid,  the  only  remedy  of  the  plaintiffs  is  at  law 
for  damages.  RiU  -u.  Palmer^  56  Wis.  123;  Treat  v,  Hiles^ 
68  id.  344;  Vance  v.  Blair ^  18  Ohio,  532;  Wilson  v.  Camp- 
hell,  10  111.  383;  Doyle  v.  Bailey,  75  id.  418.  There  is  no 
question  of  estoppel  in  the  case.  Equitable  estoppel  is  not 
a  question  of  "  ethics."  To  invoke  it  the  party  must  have 
materially  altered  his  position  upon  the  faith  of  acts  or  rep- 
resentations upon  which  he  had  the  right  to  rely.  In  this 
case  not  only  have  the  plaintiffs  not  altered  their  position, 
but  they  had  no  right  to  rely  upon  the  verbal  arrangement 
which  they  claim  was  made.  They  must  have  known  that 
a  verbal  agreement  to  form  a  partnership  to  buy  land  did 
not  make  them  partners,  no  more  than  did  the  verbal  repre- 
sentations of  Serrick  to  third  persons.  Levy  v.  Brush,  45 
N.  T.  589,  597;  Dunjphy  v.  Ryan,  116  U.  S.  498;  Brandeis 
V.  NeustadH,  13  Wis.  150;  BourTce  v.  Callanan,  160  Mass.  197. 

PiNNEY,  J.  The  agreement  of  partnership  between  the 
defendants  Serrick  and  Cushway  and  the  plaintiffs,  entered 
into  prior  to  November  22,  1892,  was  entirely  verbal.  It 
provided  for  and  contemplated  the  purchase  of  growing 
timber  upon  lands  upon  the  Lac  du  Flambeau  reservation. 
The  purchase  of  this  timber  was  the  main  object  and  central 
purpose  of  the  agreement,  whether  of  partnership  or  to  form 
a  partnership.  The  claims  of  the  plaintiffs  to  relief,  it  is 
apparent,  rest  wholly  upon  this  alleged  parol  agreement  to 
form  a  partnership  with  the  defendants  Ilerrick  and  Cush- 
way to  purchase  the  standing  timber  on  the  reservation  and 
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manufacture  it  into  lumber.  Before  any  interest  whatever 
had  been  acquired  by  the  plaintiffs  or  any  of  the  defendants, 
and  before  anything  had  been  done  by  the  plaintiffs  in  the 
way  of  performing  said  agreement,  the  defendant  Ilerrick 
expressly  repudiated  the  same,  and  proceeded,  openly  and 
entirely  independent  of  the  plaintiffs,  to  form  a  new  part- 
nership, in  which  neither  of  the  plaintiffs  had  or  acquired 
any  interest  or  control,  and  to  acquire  the  timber  for  him- 
self and  his  new  associates.  The  claim  of  the  plaintiffs  to 
relief  is  met  by  the  contention  on  the  part  of  the  defend- 
ants that  the  agreement  upon  which  it  rests  is  within  the 
statute  of  frauds,  and  hence  absolutely  void,  so  that  no 
rights,  legal  or  equitable,  can  be  founded  on  it;  that,  even 
if  the  agreement  were  valid,  the  only  remedy  of  the  plaint- 
iffs would  be  an  action  at  law  for  damages  for  the  breach. 

It  is,  and  has  for  a  long  time  been,  settled  in  this  state, 
beyond  all  controversy,  that  standing  timber  is  a  part  of  the 
land  whereon  it  is  standing,  so  that  a  contract  for  its  pur- 
chase is  a  contract  for  the  purchase  of  an  interest  in  lands, 
within  the  statute  of  frauds.  LiUie  v,  Dwnhar^  62  Wis.  198, 
202;  Daniels  v.  Bailey^  43  Wis.  669;  Straason  v.  Montgoinr 
ery,  32  Wis.  52;  Warner  v.  Trow,  36  Wis.  196;  Young  «?. 
LegOy  36  Wis.  394.  And  it  has  also  been  quite  generally 
understood  in  this  state  that  an  agreement  to  form  a  partner- 
ship to  purchase  lands,  since  1860  when  the  case  of  Bird  v. 
Jforrisony  12  Wis.  138,  was  decided,  is  within  the  statute  of 
frauds.  So  that,  whatever  views  may  prevail  in  other  juris- 
dictions, the  rule  in  this  state  may  fairly  be  considered  as 
settled,  and  not  open  to  discussion.  McMiUen  v.  Pratt^  89 
Wis.  612;  CUrhe  v.  McAuliffe,  81  Wis.  106.  And  it  would 
seem  that  the  construction  of  the  statute  thus  announced 
and  so  long  acted  upon  fairly  falls  within  the  doctrine  stare 
decisis,  and  is  no  longer  open  for  discussion  at  this  day,  after 
the  very  able  and  full  discussion  of  the  question  by  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Paine  in  Bird  v.  MorrisoTiy  supra. 
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In  speaking  of  the  effects  of  a  verbal  contract  where  a 
part  of  the  purchase  money  had  been  paid  but  there  was 
no  part  performance,  it  was  held,  in  Brandeis  v,  H'eustadtly 
13  "Wis.  142,  after  an  elaborate  discussion,  that  "  under  the 
statute  which  declares  that  every  contract  *  for  the  sale  of 
any  lands  or  interest  in  lands  shall  be  void  unless  the  con- 
tract, or  some  note  or  memorandum  thereof,  etc.,  be  in  writ- 
ing,' a  verbal  contract  for  the  sale  of  land  is  in  all  respects 
a  nullity,  unless  there  has  been  a  part  performance  of  it 
within  the  old  equity  rule  upon  the  subject,  and  specific 
performance  of  it  could  not  be  decreed."  The  court,  in 
speaking  of  such  contracts,  say:  "  The  defect  consists  in  the 
failure  or  neglect  of  the  parties  to  go  far  enough  in  the  per- 
formance of  that  which  they  may  legally  do,  instead  of  their 
attempting  to  perform  what  the  law  forbids.  The  parol 
bargain  itself  is  not  only  innocent  but  serviceable,  as  it  must 
precede  the  written  consummation  of  almost  all  transactions 
of  the  kind.  But  where  they  stop  with  the  parol  bargain, 
the  statute  declares  the  contract  void,  not  because  it  is  ille- 
gal, immoral  or  fraudulent,  but  because  they  omitted  to  take 
another  step,  made  necessary  to  its  validity  in  law.  .  .  . 
The  purchaser  can  derive  no  benefit  from  the  supposed  con- 
tract. Nothing  passes  to  him  by  virtue  of  it;  he  obtains  no 
interest  in  the  land,  and  no  promise  or  agreement  on  the 
part  of  the  seller  to  convey  him  any;  and  he  can  never  de- 
rive any  advantage  from  what  has  transpired,  except  it  be 
as  a  matter  of  favor  on  the  seller's  part.  The  latter  suffers 
tLO  damage  by  what  has  happened.  He  has  lost  or  parted 
with  nothing.  His  interest,  control,  and  ownership  of  the 
land  remain  the  same,  and  he  is  at  liberty  to  do  with  it 
just  as  he  might  have  done  before."  To  a  similar  effect  and 
application  is  another  section  of  the  statute  of  frauds,  namely, 
sec.  2302,  which  declares  that  "no  estate  or  interest  in 
lands,  .  .  .  nor  (my  trust  or  power  over  or  concerning 
lands,  or  in  any  manner  relating  thereto,  shall  be  created. 


592  SUPKEME  COURT  OF  "WISOOIfSIN".         [100 

Seymour  and  others  vs.  Cushwaj  and  others. 

granted,  assigned,  surrendered  or  declared  unless  by  act  or 
operation  of  law,  or  by  deed  or  conveyance  in  writing,  sul>- 
scribed  by  the  p?-rty  creating,  granting,  assigning,  surren- 
dering or  declaring  the  same." 

Here  there  appears  to  have  been  no  fraud;  nothing,  in 
fact,  but  a  mere  breach  of  the  verbal  contract  to  ent^r  into 
and  perfect  the  proposed  purchase  and  partnership.  The 
trial  court  found,  and  the  evidence  seems  quite  conclusive, 
that  the  conveyance  of  the  timber  to  the  defendants,  rather 
than  the  plaintiffs  jointly  with  Herrick  and  Cushway^  was 
procured  without  any  fraud,  concealment,  or  misrepresenta- 
tion whatever,  unless  the  breach  of  the  verbal  contract  on 
the  part  of  Herrick  to  enter  into  the  projected  partnership 
and  purchase  can  be  considered  such.  The  mere  breach  of 
a  promise  to  convey  is  not  enough.  Hoge  v.  Jloge^  1  Watts. 
213;  2  Pomeroy,  Eq.  Jur.  1056;  Dunphy  v.  Eyan^  116  XJ.  S. 
491 ;  Lantry  v.  Lantry  51  HI.  458.  And  a  party  in  no  legal 
sense  commits  a  fraud  by  refusing  to  perform  a  contract 
void  by  the  provisions  of  the  statute  of  frauds.  He  has  not, 
in  a  legal  sense,  made  a  contract,  and  has  a  perfect  right, 
both  at  law  and  in  equity,  to  refuse  to  perform.  He  may 
stand  upon  the  laAV  and  refuse.  As  said  in  Brandeis  v.  Neii- 
stadil^  13  Wis.  150:  "All  that  the  parties  may  say  or  do, 
short  of  reducing  their  agreement  to  writing,  expressing  the 
consideration,  and  causing  it  to  be  subscribed  by  the  party 
making  the  sale,  affords  the  court  no  solid  ground,  or  color- 
able pretext  even,  for  noticing  it  or  knowing  that  anything 
of  the  kind  has  ever  transpired." 

The  plaintiffs  have,  so  far  as  appears,  wholly  failed  to 
show  that  they  had  any  interest,  legal  or  equitable,  upon  or 
in  aid  of  which  they  could  make  any  claim  for  protection 
or  relief  consistent  with  or  under  these  statutory  provisions. 
They  were  mere  volunteers,  without  any  interest  or  estate 
in  these  lands,  legal  or  equitable;  and  as  strangers  to  the 
title  they  have  no  standing  in  a  court  of  equity  to  ask  it  to 
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interfere  in  their  behalf.  They  had  and  have  no  interest 
in  the  timber.  A  mere  stranger  to  the  title,  no  matter 
how  much  fraud  and  deceit  may  have  been  practiced  upon 
him  by  the  party  who  has  procured  the  title,  cannot  com- 
plain. The  plaintiffs  coming  into  court  asserting  a  title 
to  the  timber,  it  is  incumbent  on  them  to  maintain  it  by 
competent  legal  proof.  Before  a  party  can  have  a  deed  set 
aside  and  a  trust  declared  in  his  favor,  he  must,  by  proper 
evidence,  show  that  he  has  an  equitable  interest  in  the  land, 
which  a  court  of  equity  will  recognize  or  enforce.  Dvmm,  v. 
Schneider  J  20  Wis.  609;  ZawsQTi  v.  Zmosoriy  117  HI.  98;  Co- 
nant  v.  Biaeborough^  139  HI.  391.  Whether  the  agreement 
was  one  of  copartnership,  or  to  form  a  partnership  at  some 
time  in  the  future,  in  either  case  it  was  only  an  agreement. 
The  business  of  the  proposed  partnership  does  not  appear  to 
have  been  entered  upon,  or  any  partnership  accounts  cre- 
ated. There  was  nothing  in  the  case,  then,  but  the  bare 
agreement  and  its  alleged  breach.  For  this  the  remedy  pro- 
vided in  the  courts  of  law  was  adequate  and  complete,  where 
the  parties  might  have,  as  a  matter  of  right,  a  trial  by  jury. 
Hill  V.  Palmer,  56  Wis.  123,  quoted  and  approved  in  Ilyer 
V.  Richmond  Traction  Co.  168  U.  S.  484;  Treai  v,  Hiles,  68 
Wis.  344;  Doyle  v.  Bailey y  76  111.  418.  The  court  found 
that  the  Indians  knew,  when  they  signed  the  contracts,  that 
they  were  conveying  the  timber  to  the  defendants,  and  not 
to  the  plaintiffs;  and  also  that  the  several  government  offi- 
cials who  indorsed  the  contracts  each  knew  at  the  time  of 
his  indorsement  that  the  defendants  were  the  grantees  in 
such  contracts,  and  that  the  plaintiffs  had  no  interest  therein ; 
in  short,  that  the  conveyances  were  made  to  the  defendants 
by  the  Indians  knowingly  and  understandingly,  and  sanc- 
tioned by  the  government  authorities,  with  full  knowledge 
of  their  purport,  and  that  the  consideration  therefor  was 
paid  entirely  by  the  defendants. 
The  claim  that  there  were  writings  in  evidence  sufficient 
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to  satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  statute  is  clearly  not  main- 
tainable. No  such  writing  is  pointed  out  that  can  serve  the 
necessary  purpose.  The  written  agreement  between  Cutk^ 
way  and  Herrick  to  form  a  partnership  is  manifestly  of  no 
avail.  The  plaintiflPs  were  not  parties  to  it,  and  it  was  not 
sufficient  in  form  or  substance.  To  satisfy  the  statute,  the 
memorandum  must  contain  all  the  essential  terms  of  the  con- 
tract, either  by  its  terms  or  by  reference  to  other  writings, 
so  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  resort  to  parol  evidence  to 
explain  it.  It  must  be  definite  in  respect  to  the  intention  of 
the  parties,  who  they  are,  their  relation  one  to  the  other, — 
who  is  the  seller,  who  the  buyer, —  the  property,  the  price, 
and  terms  of  payment.  This  is  too  well  established  to  need 
authorities  in  support  of  it.  The  real  agreement,  being  en- 
tirely verbal  and  within  the  statute  of  frauds,  is  absolutely 
void,  and  cannot  give  rise  to  any  right  of  action,  legal  or 
equitable.  The  court  found:  "That  the  agreement  of  part- 
nership between  the  defendant  Fred  Herrick^  Joseph  H.  Cmh- 
way^  and  the  plaintiflFs,  entered  into  prior  to  November  22, 
1892,  and  hereinbefore  mentioned,  was  entirely  verbal;  that 
said  agreement  of  copartnership  provided  for  and  contem- 
plated the  purchase  of  growing  timber  upon  said  Lac  da 
Flambeau  reservation  as  a  condition  precedent  to  and  as  a 
-foundation  of  the  entry  upon  any  other  business,  and  that 
the  purchase  of  said  timber  was  the  main  and  central  pur- 
pose of  said  partnership  agreement;  that  the  partnership 
business  contemplated  by  said  agreement  was  never  actually 
begun  or  entered  upon,  and  that  nothing,  or  substantially 
nothing,  had  ever  been  done  by  the  plaintiffs,  or  any  of  them, 
in  the  way  of  performing  said  agreement."  * 

The  argument  urged  by  counsel,  that  equity  will  not  allow 
the  statute  of  frauds  to  be  made  an  instrument  of  fraud,  has 
no  application,  we  think,  to  the  facts  of  the  case.  A  similar 
argument  was  pressed  in  the  case  of  Levy  v,  Br^ish^  45  N.  T. 
589.   The  court  there  said  (page  596) :  "  The  position,  rightly 
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understood,  is  correct.  This  is  the  basis  upon  which  the 
doctrine  of  specific  performance  of  verbal  contracts  for  the 
purchase  of  real  estate  by  courts  of  equity  in  cases  of  part 
performance  rests.  .  .  .  But  no  case  can  be  found  where 
a  contract  has  been  taken  out  of  the  statute  in  favor  of  a 
party  who  had  no  existing  interest  in  the  property,  who  had 
done  no  act  of  part  performance,  who  had  parted  with  noth- 
ing under  the  contract ;  simply  upon  the  ground  that  the 
other  party  was  guilty  of  a  fraud  in  refusing  to  perform  his 
verbal  agreement." 

It  was  also  found  that  the  plaintiffs  paid  no  consideration 
for  the  timber  in  question,  and  contributed  nothing  what- 
ever, either  of  time,  labor,  or  money,  to  the  business  of  the 
said  Cushway  &  Co. ;  and  they  had  not,  so  far  as  appeared, 
altered  their  position  on  the  faith  of  any  promise  made  to 
them  by  any  of  the  defendants.  It  is  not  perceived  that  the 
facts  and  circumstances  give  rise  to  any  trust  in  favor  of  the 
plaintiffs.  Admitting  that  prior  to  the  conveyance  to  the  de- 
fendants they  had  an  agreement  of  copartnership  with  JTer- 
rick  and  Cushway  to  purchase  the  same  timber,  this  would 
not  prevent  Herrick  and  Cushway  from  breaking  such  agree- 
ment, making  themselves  liable  for  damages,  and  forming  a 
new  partnership  to  procure,  if  they  could,  the  conveyance  of 
the  timber  to  the  new  firm. 

Upon  the  pleadings  and  facts  contained  in  the  record  and 
findings  of  the  court,  we  do  not  perceive  any  ground  upon 
which  it  can  be  maintained  that  the  facts  and  circumstances 
give  rise  to  any  trust  in  favor  of  the  plaintiffs.  For  the  rea- 
sons above  stated  we  hold  that  the  circuit  court  rightly  gave 
judgment  dismissing  the  plaintiffs'  complaint. 

By  the  Cowrt. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 

Authorities  as  to  the  validity  of  a  parol  partnership  for  dealing  in 
lands  are  coUected  in  a  note  to  Bates  v.  Bdbcock  (95  CaL  479),  in  16  L.  R 
A.  745.— Rbp. 
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September  llf  —  October  11, 1898, 

New  trial  after  reversal  ofjvdgment:  Amendment  of  pleading:  Res  ad- 
judicata:  Mistakes  of  counsel:  Reformation  of  contract:  Judgment, 

1*  The  supreme  court,  on  reversing  a  judgment,  directed  judgment  to 
be  entered  for  the  plaintiff,  unless  the  trial  court  should,  in  its  dis- 
cretion, grant  leave  to  certain  defendants  to  amend  their  answer 
BO  as  to  raise  and  present  for  trial  the  issue  of  a  reformation  of  the 
conti^ct  upon  which  the  action  was  based.  Held,  that  the  man- 
date in  effect  granted  a  new  trial  upon  the  condition  mentioned. 

%  On  appeal  from  a  judgment  rendered  after  the  determination  of  the 
issues  raised  by  the  amended  answer  in  such  a  case,  the  only  ques- 
tion to  be  determined *with  reference  to  the  amendment  is  whether 
the  discretion  of  the  trial  court  was  properly  exercised,  its  i>ower 
to  allow  the  amendment  being  res  adjtidicatcu 

a  Although  a  judgment  cannot  be  set  aside  and  a  new  trial  granted 
merely  on  the  ground  of  a  mistake  of  counse]  on  a  question  of  law, 
yet,  after  reversal  of  a  judgment  on  appeal,  if  the  mandate  is  suffi- 
ciently broad  to  permit  it,  the  trial  court  may  allow  the  pleadings 
to  be  amended  so  as  to  meet  the  objections  to  the  former  judgment, 
and  to  that  end  may  allow  a  defense  improperly  pleaded  to  be  per- 
fected or  a  new  defense  by  way  of  counterclaim  or  otherwise  to  be 
pleaded,  although  the  effect  is  to  relieve  a  party  from  the  effect 
of  such  a  mistake. 

4.  In  an  action  on  a  contract  of  guaranty  there  was  a  counterclaim  for 
reformation  of  the  contract.  An  oral  agreement  had  been  made 
between  the  plaintiff  bank,  acting  through  its  cashier,  and  repre- 
sentatives of  a  corporation,  in  respect  to  the  stockholders  in  such 
corporation  guaranteeing  its  indebtedness  to  the  bank,  but  the  tes- 
timony of  the  actors  in  the  matter  differed  as  to  the  exact  terms 
of  such  agreement.  It  appeared,  however,  among  other  things, 
that  there  had  never  been  any  intention  to  change  that  agreement, 
and  that  the  cashier,  pursuant  to  the  understanding  then  had, 
drafted  a  form  for  a  conti-act  of  guaranty,  which  was  submitted  to 
and  signed  by  the  guarantors;  that  by  the  clear  and  unambiguous 
terms  of  this  contract  each  of  the  guarantors  became  liable  only 
for  such  proportion  of  the  indebtedness  as  the  amount  of  his  stock 
in  the  corporation  bore  to  the  whole  amount  of  its  paid-up  capital; 
that  the  cashier  afterwards  had  a  second  writing  prepared  by  at- 
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torneys,  to  be  substituted  for  the  first  because  that  was  onl j  a 
rough  draft;  that  the  second  writing  contained  a  joint  and  several 
unlimited  guaranty;  that  in  a  letter  submitting  the  second  writing 
the  cashier  acknowledged  receipt  of  the  first  as  a  binding  contract 
until  exchanged  for  the  second,  and  in  effect  asserted  that  there 
was  no  difference  between  the  two  except  as  to  form;  that  the 
guarantors  objected  to  the  second  writing  beco.use  it  did  not  prop- 
erly limit  their  liability,  and  thereupon  a  clause  was  added  to  it, 
stating  that  it  was  understood  that  they  were  to  pa^  in  the  propor- 
tion which  the  stock  of  each  bore  to  the  whole  amount  of  capital 
paid  in,  and  the  writing  as  thus  modified  was  signed  and  substi- 
tuted for  the  first  draft;  and  that  the  clause  so  added  was  after- 
wards held  repugnant  to  the  principal  clause  which  preceded  it, 
and  of  no  effect  as  between  the  bank  and  the  guarantora  It  also 
appeaf^d  that  the  guaranty  had  not  been  signed  by  all  the  stock- 
holders, and  that  among  the  signers  were  two  subscribers  for  stock 
whose  subscriptions  had  been  accepted,  but  who  had  not  paid  there- 
for and  had  not  received  certificate&  Held,  that  these  facts  showed 
conclusively  that  the  oral  agreement  had  been  correctly  expressed 
in  the  first  writing,  and  warranted  a  finding  of  the  trial  court  that 
there  had  been  a  mutual  mistake  of  the  parties,  in  that  the  con- 
tract as  finally  written  did  not  express  their  agreement 

5.  Where  there  is  a  mutual  mistake,  either  of  fact  in  the  making  of  a 
contract,  or  of  law  or  fact  in  the  reduction  of  the  contract  to  writ- 
ing, the  person  injured  thereby  may  have  it  reformed  in  equity  in 
accordance  with  the  truth,  in  the  absence  of  facts  or  circum- 
stances constituting  a  waiver  of  the  remedy  or  an  estoppel  to  the 
assertion  of  it;  and  it  is  immaterial  in  such  case  whether  the  writ- 
ing was  drafted  by  the  parties  or  by  a  third  person.  Neff  v.  Bains, 
88  Wi&  689,  criticised. 

&  A  failure  of  the  trial  court,  before  entering  judgment,  to  actually 
reform  a  contract  which  it  holds  does  not  correctly  express  the 
intention  of  the  parties,  or  to  determine  the  exact  change  of  lan- 
guage requisite  to  be  made,  is  a  mere  irregularity  and  therefore 
not  ground  for  reversal,  where  such  failure  can  work  no  injury  to 
appellant. 

Appsal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county:  Geo.  E.  SuTHKELAin),  Judge.    Affirmed. 

An  action  was  brought  on  a  written  agreement  which  is 
in  the  following  words : 

"  Whereas,  the  Wilkin  Manufacturing  Compan)'^,  of  Mil- 


598         SUPEEME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN".         [100 

The  Wisconsin  Marine  &  Fire  Ins.  Ca  Bank  t&  Mann  and  another. 

waukee,  is  indebted  to  the  Wtsconsm  Marine  cfe  JP%re  Insur- 
once  Corrvpa/ny  JSankj  of  Milwaukee^  Wisconsin^  in  the  sum 
of  about  $9,000  (nine  thousand  dollars) ; 

"  And  whereas,  the  said  company  may  hereafter  become 
indebted  to  said  bank  for  additional  amounts; 

"  Now,  therefore,  in  consideration  of  the  premises,  and  of 
one  dollar  to  each  of  us  in  hand  paid,  the  receipt  whereof 
is  hereby  acknowledged,  we  and  each  of  us  do  hereby  agree 
upon  demand  to  pay,  or  cause  to  be  paid,  to  said  Wisconsin 
Marine  c&  Fire  Insurance  Company  Bank,  all  loans,  drafts, 
overdrafts,  indorsements,  accounts,  checks,  notes,  interest, 
demands,  and  liabilities,  of  every  kind  and  description,  now 
owing,  or  which  may  hereafter  become  due  or  owing,  by 
said  Wilkin  Manufacturing  Company  to  said  Wisconsin  Mor 
rine  <&  Fire  Insuram^ce  Com/pa/ny  Ba/nh. 

"  It  is  understood  that  we  each  waive  notice  of  demand  and 
notice  and  protest  of  every  kind,  and  agree  that  said  bank 
may  without  notice  grant  extensions  of  time  to  said  com- 
pany, and  may  from  time  to  time  renew  any  obligations  of 
said  company.    This  is  a  continuing  guaranty. 

"  It  is  understood  that  we  are  to  pay  any  sums  wlrich  may 
accrue  hereunder  in  the  proportion  which  the  amount  of 
stock  now  held  by  each  of  us  in  said  company  bears  in  the 
whole  amount  of  capital  paid  in  by  said  company." 

The  instrument  was  signed  by  all  of  the  defendants,  each 
of  whom  was  a  holder  of  paid-up  stock  except  Wilkin  and 
Morris.  The  principal  issue  on  the  trial  was  as  to  whether 
the  contract  was  a  joint  and  several  obligation,  or  the  liabil- 
ity of  each  signer  was  limited  to  such  proportion  of  the  in- 
debtedness of  the  debtor  corporation  to  the  plaintiff  as  such 
signer's  stock  in  such  corporation  bore  to  the  whole  amount 
of  its  paid-up  capital  stock.  The  trial  court  decided  in  favor 
of  the  limited  liability.  Plaintiff  appealed  from  the  judg- 
ment, which  resulted  in  its  reversal,  the  court  holding  that 
the  true  construction  of  the  contract  was  that  the  signers 
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incurred  a  joint  and  several  liability.  The  cause  was  re- 
manded with  instructions  to  enter  judgment  in  favor  of  the 
plaintiff  in  accordance  with  the  opinion  of  the  court,  unless 
the  court  below,  in  its  discretion,  should  determine  to  grant 
to  the  defendants  Mcmn  and  MunJcwitz  leave  to  amend  their 
answers  so  as  to  raise  and  present  for  trial  the  issue  of  a 
reformation  of  the  contract  on  which  the  action  is  based. 
Upon  the  case  again  reaching  the  latter  court,  defendants 
Mwan  and  Munhwitz  applied  for  leave  to  amend  their  an- 
swers within  the  scope  of  the  power  granted  as  aforesaid  to 
^llow  it.  The  application  was  granted.  Issue  was  joined  on 
the  amended  answer  and  a  trial  had  which  resulted  in  find- 
ings of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  in  substance  as  follows : 

(1)  The  first  agreement  for  a  guaranty  between  the  plaint- 
iff bank  and  the  representatives  of  the  Wilkin  Manufactur- 
ing Company  was  that  a  contract  of  guaranty  should  be  given 
to  the  bank,  signed  by  stockholders  of  the  company,  making 
•each  signer  liable  to  the  bank  for  such  proportion  of  any 
indebtedness  of  the  company  to  the  bank,  then  existing  or 
thereafter  incurred,  as  the  amount  of  stock  held  by  him  bore 
to  the  whole  paid-up  stock  of  the  corporation,  and  that  agree- 
ment was  reduced  to  writing  by  the  cashier  of  the  bank  as 
follows: 

"  Whereas,  the  Wilkin  Manufacturing  Company,  of  Mil- 
waukee, is  indebted  to  the  Wiaconain  3farme  cb  Fire  Insur- 
ance Compcmy  Bcmk  in  the  sum  of  four  thousand  dollars  for 
money  borrowed  for  the  purpose  of  said  company,  and 

"  Whereas,  also  it  will  be  necessary  for  said  company  to 
borrow  from  said  bank  other  sums  of  money  in  addition  to 
the  amount  set  forth. 

"  Now,  therefore,  in  consideration  of  the  premises  and  of 
$1.00  to  us  in  hand  paid,  we  and  each  of  us  do  severally 
promise  and  agree  to  and  with  said  bank  to  pay  said  bank 
as  the  said  sum  may  become  due,  such  proportion  of  said 
indebtedness  now  owing  or  which  may  hereafter  be  owing 
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by  said  company  to  said  bank,  whether  the  same  be  on  notes, 
indorsements  by  said  company,  or  overdrafts  from  said  bank, 
or  any  other  form  of  indebtedness  to  said  bank,  as  the  amount 
of  stock  owned  by  us  in  the  said  company  bears  to  the  whole 
amount  of  capital  paid  up  of  said  company.'' 

The  agreement  so  drawn  was  dated  December  22, 1887, 
was  signed  by  the  defendants,  and  delivered  to  the  plaintiff. 

(2)  At  the  date  aforesaid,  defendants  Fink,  Mimfhy  Diede- 
richs,  and  Vogel,  each  owned  forty-four  shares  of  paid-up 
stock,  defendant  MvmJcwUz  twenty  shares,  and  defendant 
Trumpff  twenty-four  shares,  and  defendant  Wilkin  was  a 
subscriber  for  200  shares. 

(3)  After  the  occurrences  before  stated,  plaintiff  submitted 
to  defendants  the  draft  of  another  contract  for  signatures,  to 
which  they  objected  because  it  failed  to  limit  the  liability 
of  each  signer  as  in  the  original  agreement. 

(4)  Therefore  it  was  agreed  that  the  new  agreement  should 
be  modified  so  as  to  conform  to  the  original  agreement;  that 
plaintiff's  cashier  should  see  that  such  alteration  was  prop- 
erly made,  and,  intending  to  do  so,  he  caused  to  be  inserted 
in  the  new  draft  the  following :  "  It  is  understood  that  we 
are  to  pay  any  sums  which  may  accrue  hereunder  in  the  pro- 
portion which  the  amounts  of  stock  now  held  by  each  of  us 
in  said  company  bears  in  the  whole  amount  of  capital  paid 
in  by  said  company." 

(5)  Such  alteration  was  made  intending  to  limit  the  lia- 
bility of  each  signer  thereof  as  in  the  original  contract  of 
guaranty,  and  the  failure  to  carry  out  such  intention  is  due 
primarily  to  the  mistake  of  plaintiff's  cashier,  but  all  parties 
to  the  agreement  participated  in  sach  mistake. 

(6)  All  loans  and  advances  made  by  plaintiff  to  the  man- 
ufacturing company  were  made  under  the  belief  that  the 
guaranty  bound  the  signers  only  in  the  proportion  which 
their  several  holdings  of  stock  bore  to  the  total  paid-up  stock 
of  the  corporation. 
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(7)  Defendants  Marm  and  MunhwUz  have  paid  to  plaintiff 
the  full  amount  for  which  they  are  liable  under  the  guaranty. 

(8)  January  9, 1898,  the  stock  of  the  corporation  was  held 
as  before  stated. 

Upon  such  findings  of  fact  the  court  concluded  that  de- 
fendants Marm  and  Munkwits  were  entitled  to  have  the  con- 
tract of  guaranty  reformed  so  as  to  limit  the  liability  of  each 
to  such  proportion  of  the  indebtedness  incurred  by  the  cor- 
poration to  plaintiff  as  the  amount  of  stock  held  by  him  at 
the  date  of  the  contract  bore  to  the  whole  paid-up  capital  of 
the  corporation,  and  to  a  judgment  accordingly,  and  dismiss- 
ing the  complaint  as  to  them,  with  costs. 

Judgment  was  so  entered,  from  which  this  appeal  was 
taken,  exceptions  having  been  seasonably  filed  to  raise  the 
questions  discussed  in  the  opinion. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Millery  Nbyes,  Mil- 
ler  dk  Wahl^  attorneys,  and  Fish  dk  Ca/ry^  of  counsel,  a  sepa- 
rate brief  by  John  T.  Fish^  of  counsel,  and  the  cause  was 
argued  orally  by  Geo.  H.  Noye%  and  Jolm  T.  Fish.  They 
contended,  inter  alia^  that  the  guaranty  cannot  be  reformed 
because  it  was  written  and  signed  just  as  both  of  the  parties 
intended  and  agreed  it  should  be.  Sibert  v,  MoAvoy^  15 
111.  106, 109;  Fowler  v.  Black,  136  id.  363,  378;  Oswald  v. 
Sproehnle,  16  111.  App.  868.  The  mistake,  if  any  was  made, 
occurred  through  the  negligence  of  the  defendants.  They 
are  now  precluded  from  saying  that  there  was  a  mistake. 
Mitchell  V.  HoVman^  30  Oreg.  280;  Met/ropoUtam,  Loam,  Asso. 
V.  Esche,  75  Cal.  513;  Ma/rshaU  v.  Westrope,  98  Iowa,  324. 
The  instrument  cannot  be  reformed,  as  the  mistake  if  any 
was  not  one  of  fact,  but  one  of  law  pure  and  simple.  Neff 
V.  Raim,  33  Wis.  689;  1  Story,  Eq.  Jur.  (Kedf.  ed.),  §§  138, 
138J,  138^.  The  defendants  having  elected  to  try  the  case 
at  law,  are  now  precluded  from  again  trying  it  in  equity. 
Oarvim,  v.  Squi/res,  9  Ark.  533,  50  Am.  Dec.  224, 225 ;  Samper 


1 


«02  SUPEEME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

The  Wisconsin  Marine  &  Fire  Ins.  Ca  Bank  t&  Mann  and  another. 

V.  Woody  3  Johns.  Ch.  416;  McQueen^s  Ajppeal,  104  Pa.  St. 
595, 49  AnL  Kep.  692;  JSolton  Mines  Co.  v.  Stokea^  82  Md.  50, 
31  L.  R.  A.  789,  791 ;  WashJmm  v.  Great  Western  Ins.  Co, 
114  Mass.  175;  StMbach  v.  Relief  F,  Ins.  Co.  77  K  Y.  498; 
Thomas  v.  Joslva^  36  Minn.  1 ;  Spwrr  v.  Home  Ins.  Co.  40  id. 

424;  Ean  v.  C,  M.  <&  St.  P.  JR.  Co.  101  Wis. ;  WMtney 

V.  TraynoTy  76  id.  628,  630.  The  findings  of  the  court  are 
dof ectiye  and  irregular  in  not  providing  how  the  instrument 
as  reformed  shall  read.  Kerr,  Fraud  &  M.  (2d  ed.),  497; 
Fcmler  v.  Fowler,  4  De  Qex  &  J.  250-265;  Fish  v.  N.  Y.  W. 
F.  P.  Co.  29  N.  J.  Eq.  10;  McMiUam  v.  N.  Y.  W.  P.  P.  Co. 
id.  610.  The  judgment  was  unauthorized.  There  was  but 
•one  contract  made  between  the  plaintiff  and  the  defendants. 
Suit  was  brought  upon  this  contract.  To  sustain  this  judg- 
ment it  must  be  held  that  in  an  action  upon  one  instrument 
the  court  can  split  it  up  and  adjudge  that  as  to  some  of  the 
signers  of  it  the  instrument  had  one  legal  effect  and  was  one 
instrument,  and  as  to  the  other  defendants  it  had  an  entirely 
different  effect  and  was  an  entirely  different  instrument. 
Nichols  V.  Crittenden,  74  Wis.  459. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Stark  <&  Hansen, 
attorneys  for  Mann,  and  Winkler,  Flanders,  Smith,  Hattum 
(&  Vilas,  attorneys  for  Munkwitz,  and  oral  argument  by 
F.  C.  Winkler  and  Joshua  Stark.  They  argued,  among  other 
things,  that  the  parties  at  the  time  of  signing  the  contract 
knew  the  words  it  contained;  the  mistake  was  in  attaching 
a  meaning  to  one  clause  of  it  which  it  has  been  found  it 
does  not  bear.  The  parties  in  inserting  this  clause  gave  it 
a  different  interpretation  and  intended  for  it  a  different 
effect  from  that  which  the  law  puts  upon  it.  The  judgment 
reforms  it  so  as  to  give  it  the  effect  the  parties  intended. 
This  is  within  the  reforming  jurisdiction  of  a  court  of  equity. 
Hagenah  v.  Geffert,  73  Wis.  636-641 ;  Kyle  v.  Fehley,  81  id. 
67;  Lardner  v.  WUUams^  98  id.  514;   Pomeroy,  Eq.  Jur. 
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§  844;  Dinwiddie  v.  Self,  145  111.  296-806;  Minot  v.  TUton, 
64  K  H.  371-374;  Oriswold  v.  Hazwrd,  141  U.  S.  266-284, 
and  cases  cited  by  the  court. 

Marshall,  J.  In  the  decision  on  the  first  appeal  in  this 
case,  Wis,  M.  cfe  F,  Ins.  Co,  BamJc  v.  WUhm,  reported  in  95 
Wis.  Ill,  well-established  principles  of  law  there  clearly- 
stated  led  to  a  construction  of  the  contract  of  guaranty  as 
then  contended  for  by  the  present  appellant,  without  deter- 
mining precisely  the  intention  of  the  parties  in  making  it. 
Applying  the  principle  that  contracts  are  to  be  construed  so 
as  to  bring  them  as  near  the  actual  meaning  of  the  parties 
as  the  words  they  saw  fit  to  employ,  when  properly  con- 
strued, and  rules  of  law  will  permit,  we  held  the  principal 
clause  of  the  agreement  to  contain  a  joint  and  several,  un- 
limited obligation,  and  the  added  clause,  in  regard  to  liabil- 
ity in  proportion  to  the  holdings  of  stock  owned  by  the  sev- 
eral signers,  as  merely  prescribing  a  rule  of  contribution 
between  such  owners.  No  other  result  could  have  been 
reached.  The  added  clause  was  plainly  repugnant  to  the 
principal  clause  which  preceded  it;  so,  under  the  rule  that 
a  stipulation  restricting  what  is  previously  distinctly  stated 
in  a  contract,  and  which  forms  the  principal  inducement  to 
it,  when  the  whole  instrument  is  so  prepared  that  the  latter 
clause  cannot  be  reasonably  construed  afi  incorporated  in 
the  first,  must  be  rejected,  we  were  compelled  to  treat  the 
contract,  as  between  plaintiff  and  defendants,  the  same  as 
if  the  limitation  clause  had  not  been  added  at  all.  If  the 
intention  were  otherwise,  the  parties  misunderstood  the  legal 
effect  of  the  limitation  clause  under  the  circumstances,  and 
that  could  not  be  corrected  by  judicial  construction.  The 
lower  court,  on  the  second  trial,  found  that  the  limitation 
clause  was  added  with  the  intention,  as  to  all  parties,  to  cre- 
ate a  several,  limited  obligation,  and  that  the  failure  to  do 
so  was  such  a  mistake  as  equity  could  relieve  the  injured 
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parties  from,  and  gave  judgment  accordingly.  The  appeal 
from  that  judgment,  now  before  us,  presents  several  questions 
which  will  be  considered  in  their  natural  order. 

It  is  first  contended  on  the  part  of  appellant,  that  the  trial 
court  had  no  right  to  grant  a  new  trial  and  permit  the 
amendment;  that  the  power  to  grant  new  trials  in  cases 
appealed  to  this  court  is  lodged  here  and  cannot  be  delegated 
to  the  lower  court.  Such  contention  is  made  through  a  mis- 
apprehension of  the  effect  of  the  judgment  pronounced  in 
the  mandate.  That,  in  effect,  granted  a  new  trial,  condi- 
tionally, on  the  equitable  issue  as  to  whether  there  was  a 
mistake  of  the  parties  in  reducing  their  agreement  to  writ^ 
ing.  The  condition  was  that  the  trial  court  should,  in  its 
discretion,  permit  an  amendment  to  the  answer  interposed 
by  Mcmn  and  Munkwitz,  so  as  to  properly  present  the  equi- 
table issue  to  the  trial  court  for  determination.  That  this 
court  had  that  right,  of  course  is  not  questioned.  Moreover, 
it  is  not  open  for  discussion  now.  It  is  res  adjiuiiecUay  leav- 
ing nothing  open  which  occurred  in  the  case  prior  to  the 
second  trial,  except  as  to  whether  the  discretion  of  the  trial 
court  was  properly  exercised.  In  answer  to  that,  respond- 
ents contend  that  the  appellant  waived  all  objections  to  the 
amendment  and  the  new  trial  which  followed,  by  reason  of 
having  accepted  the  terms  imposed,  the  $10  costs,  and  re- 
tained the  same,  relying  on  the  doctrine  announced  in  Cogs- 
well V.  CoUeyj  22  Wis.  399,  and .  many  other  cases  in  this 
court,  to  the  effect  that  the  acceptance  of  costs  imposed  as 
a  condition  of  granting  an  order  is  a  bar  to  the  right  of  ap- 
peal. Appellant  answers  that  costs  were  not  imposed  as  a 
condition,  hence  that  the  rule  does  not  apply,  as  held  in 
Fiedler  v.  Howard^  99  Wis.  388,  following  many  previous 
cases ;  therefore,  if  the  order  granted  leave  to  amend  uncon- 
ditionally, and  appellant  was  as  unconditionally  granted 
costs  as  terms  of  the  favor,  the  acceptance  of  the  costs  in  no 
way  prejudiced  the  right  to  challenge  the  action  of  the  trial 
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court  on  appeal.  That  answer  is  conclusive  if  the  right  to 
amend  was  in  fact  unconditional,  but  the  exact  nature  of  the 
order  in  that  regard  is  rendered  immaterial  by  what  follows. 

The  main  contention  of  appellant,  in  support  of  the  prop- 
osition  that  the  allowance  of  the  amendment  was  error,  is 
that  defendants,  having  elected  to  make  their  defense  at 
law  and  proceeded  to  a  final  determination  of  the  case  in 
the  trial  court,  could  not  then  change  their  position  and  in- 
sist upon  a  defense  in  equity  for  a  reformation  of  the  con- 
tract. The  question  of  power  was  necessarily  involved  in 
the  determination  of  this  court  to  permit  the  trial  court  to 
allow  the  amendment.  If  it  was  error,  and  we  feel  well 
satisfied  that  it  was  not,  it  was  an  error  of  this  court  and 
cannot  now  be  called  in  question.  It  is  the  unchangeable 
law  of  this  case. 

But  it  is  said  the  surprise  of  counsel  at  the  result  of  the  first 
appeal  in  this  court,  which  is  the  only  excuse  offered  for  the 
failure  to  tender  the  equitable  issue  earlier,  furnished  no 
warrant  for  the  discretionary  action  of  the  trial  court.  The 
rule  is  invoked  that  a  judgment  should  not  be  set  aside  and 
a  new  trial  granted  for  the  surprise  or  mistake  of  counsel. 
But  the  trial  court  did  not  set  the  judgment  aside  and  grant 
a  new  trial.  As  before  stated,  the  judgment  was  vacated 
by  this  court  for  error,  and  a  new  trial  granted  condition- 
ally. True,  the  judgment,  as  indicated  by  the  mandate,  did 
not  in  terms  grant  a  new  trial,  but  it  granted  power  to  the 
lower  court  to  permit  an  amendment  to  the  answer,  setting 
up  the  equitable  counterclaim  for  a  reformation  of  the  con- 
tract of  guaranty,  and  the  formation  of  an  issue  on  that  sub- 
ject, which  necessarily  implied  a  new  trial  of  such  issue 
when  formed.  Again,  the  rule  invoked,  so  far  as  we  are 
aware,  has  never  been  applied  to  the  mere  granting  of  an 
amendment  before  judgment.  On  the  contrary,  in  a  largo 
majority  of  cases  where  amendments  have  been  allowed, 
especially  after  a  reversal  in  this  court,  it  was  to  relieve  the 


606  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISOONSIN.         [lOO 

The  Wisconsin  Marine  &  Fire  In&  Ca  Bank  vs.  Kann  and  another. 

party  from  the  consequences  of  some  mistake  of  bis  counsel 
brought  to  light  by  the  decision  here. 

It  is  laid  down  by  text  writers  as  an  elementary  principle 
that  the  courts  have  ample  discretionary  power  to  relieve  a 
party  before  judgment  from  the  mistakes  of  either  court  or 
counsej.  4  Wait,  Prac.  646.  The  cases  in  this  court  w^here 
that  has  been  done  are  too  numerous  to  mention.  Ixytnbard 
*o.  CowJiamj  34  Wis.  486,  is  a  good  illustration.  The  action 
was  ejectment,  the  answer  a  general  denial.  Evidence  was 
permitted,  against  objection,  to  defeat  plaintiff's  claim  of 
title  on  the  theory  that  he  obtained  his  deed  by  fraudulent 
representation.  The  defense  on  that  ground  prevailed.  On 
appeal  the  judgment  was  reversed,  the  court  holding  that 
the  defense  was  of  an  equitable  nature  and  could  be  taken 
advantage  of  only  by  setting  it  up  as  an  equitable  counter- 
claim. The  mistake  in  drawing  the  answer  was  clearly  that 
of  defendant's  counsel,  and  this  court,  in  deciding  the  case, 
said  under  the  circumstances  there  should  be  a  new  trial, 
and,  on  such  terms  as  the  trial  court  shall  deem  just,  defend- 
ant should  be  permitted  to  amend  his  answer  so  as  to  inter- 
pose the  equitable  defense  and  counterclaim.  It  will  be 
noted  that  the  judgment  there  went  further  than  in  this 
case.  It  judicially  declared  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  trial 
court  to  permit  the  answer  to  be  amended  in  furtherance  of 
justice  and  on  proper  terms,  while  here  it  was  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  trial  court  whether  to  permit  the  amend- 
ment or  not.  In  Scuoelmid  v.  Green^  36  Wis.  612,  the  court 
held  that  after  reversal  the  trial  court  may  grant  leave  to 
amend  a  complaint  so  as  to  properly  state  a  cause  of  action. 
For  further  examples,  see  Strong  v.  Hooey  41  Wis.  659,  JSar- 
ria  V.  Harris^  10  Wis.  467,  and  Oreen  Bay  c&  M.  Ca/nal  Co. 
V.  Hewitt,  62  Wis.  316. 

In  each  of  the  instances  mentioned  the  amendment  wa& 
allowed  after  reversal,  to  relieve  a  party  from  the  mistakes 
of  counsel, — not  mistakes  attributable  to  mere  negligence^ 
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but  errors  of  judgment  -w^hen  tested  by  the  judgment  of  this 
court  as  to  the  law  of  the  case.  Counsel,  the  most  eminent 
in  the  profession,  and  courts  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest, 
are  liable  to  mistakes  of  that  kind,  and  it  would  be  a  most 
lamentable  condition  if  our  system  of  jurisprudence  were  not 
such  that,  when  relief  is  seasonably  applied  for,  upon  proper 
terms  and  before  final  action  in  the  court  of  last  resort,  in- 
justice  could  be  in  some  way  prevented  from  flowing  from 
such  mistakes.  Such  mistakes  are  rarely  beyond  remedy 
unless  a  judgment  stands  in  the  way.  Then  the  rule  applies^ 
that  the  judgment  cannot  be  set  aside  and  a  new  trial  granted 
merely  on  the  ground  of  a  mistake  of  counsel  on  a  question 
of  law.  The  eminent  counsel  for  appellant,  in  pressing  vig- 
orously upon  the  court  the  application  of  the  rule  to  this- 
case,  manifestly  failed  to  distinguish  between,  where  a  judg- 
ment stands  in  the  way  of  a  new  trial  and  where  the  judg- 
ment is  yet  to  be  rendered.  In  the  latter  situation,  whether 
before  judgment  in  the  trial  court  originally,  or  after  a  re- 
versal of  it  by  this  court,  the  trial  court  may,  if  the  judgment 
here  be  suflBciently  broad  to  permit  it,  allow  an  amendment 
to  be  made  so  as  to  meet  the  objection  to  the  former  judg- 
ment, and  to  that  end  may  allow  a  defense  improperly 
pleaded  to  be  perfected  by  amendment,  or  a  new  defense  by 
way  of  counterclaim  or  otherwise  to  be  pleaded. 

The  first  important  question  on  the  merits  of  the  appeal 
is.  Was  the  trial  court  warranted  in  saying,  from  the  evi- 
dence, that  there  was  a  mutual  mistake  between  the  parties 
to  the  contract  of  guaranty  in  that  they  failed  to  reduce  the 
verbal  agreement  made  between  them  on  the  subject  to 
writing?  In  considering  that  we  are  aided  very  much  by 
being  able  to  start  with  the  conceded  fact  that  there  was 
but  one  verbal  agreement,  and  that  it  was  made  before  Mr. 
Johnston,  cashier  of  the  plaintiff  bank,  drew  the  first  agree- 
ment. He,  representing  the  bank,  met  representatives  of  the 
Wilkin  Manufacturing  Company,  of  which  the  respondents 
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were  stockholders,  and  they  together  made  a  verbal  agree- 
ment in  respect  to  the  stockholders'  guaranteeing  the  in- 
debtedness then  existing  of  their  corporation,  and  that  which 
might  thereafter  be  incurred,  to  the  plaintiff  bank.  Appel- 
lant contends  that  the  evidence  shows  beyond  reasonable 
controversy  that  such  agreement  called  for  a  joint  and  sev- 
eral promise  in  writing,  guaranteeing  to  the  bank  the  entire 
indebtedness  of  the  corporation,  present  and  future.  The 
respondents  just  as  confidently  contend  that  the  evidence 
shows,  with  the  same  degree  of  certainty,  that  the  verbal 
agreement  was  that  the  stockholders  of  the  manufacturing 
company  should  be  responsible  for  the  indebtedness  of  their 
corporation  only  in  the  proportion  which  their  holdings  of 
stock  bore  to  the  whole  paid-up  capital  of  such  corporation. 
Both  counsel  concede  that  the  fact  of  mistake  must  be  estab- 
lished by  the  most  clear  and  satisfactory  evidence,  else  there 
can  be  no  relief  therefrom  through  the  equity  powers  of  the 
court  to  correct  it.  So  the  situation  is  such  on  this  branch 
of  the  case  that  we  need  to  determine  only  what  the  parties 
actually  agreed  to  when  they  made  the  verbal  agreement 
referred  to,  and  compare  that  with  the  contract  sued  on  in 
this  case. 

The  evidence  from  the  mouths  of  witnesses  as  to  just  what 
was  said  between  the  representatives  of  the  manufacturing 
company,  Mann  and  Fink,  and  the  representative  of  the 
bank,  Mr.  Johnston,  when  the  verbal  contract  was  made,  is 
as  satisfactory  as  could  be  expected  after  such  a  lapse  of 
time.  All  the  actors  in  the  transactions  were  very  busy 
men.  They  gave  their  testimony  after  some  ten  years  had 
passed,  which  of  itself  would  seem  to  render  it  quite  impos- 
sible for  them  to  remember  definitely  what  was  said,  and 
the  difficulty  growing  out  of  the  lapse  of  time  was  intensified 
by  the  fact  that  they  were  acting  under  pressure  of  personal 
interest,  which  of  itself  tends,  as  experience  shows,  to  make 
very  conscientious  and  truthful  men  diflfer  in  their  relation 
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of  a  transaction,  where  they  depend  wholly  upon  memory. 
From  the  remembrance  of  the  parties,  merely,  it  would  be 
diflBcult  to  establish  what  actually  occurred  with  sufficient 
certainty  to  enable  a  court  of  equity  to  say  the  written  con- 
tract, intended  to  express  their  agreement,  fails  to  do  so,  and 
to  make  it  conform  to  the  truth.  Of  the  three  actors  in  the 
matter.  Fink  testified  that  Mr.  Johnston  said  the  bank,  ac- 
cording to  its  rules  in  dealing  with  corporations,  would  re- 
quire a  guaranty,  and  that  on  his  insisting  on  such  security 
the  witness  stated  that  he  would  not  obligate  himself  in  ex- 
cess of  his  proportionate  interest  in  the  corporation,  to  which 
Johnston  replied  that  such  an  agreement  would  be  satisfac- 
tory. Mr,  Mann  testified  that  Johnston  insisted  on  security 
as  a  condition  of  farther  credit  to  the  corporation,  and  that 
he  expressed  a  willingness  to  sign  a  guaranty  binding  him 
for  his  proportionate  interest  in  the  corporation,  whereupon 
Johnston  said  that  was  satisfactory  and  all  he  demanded ; 
that  they,  Mann  and  Fink,  expected  the  stockholders  to 
sign;  that  they  intended  to  become  liable  only  in  proportion 
to  their  stock,  and  that  was  what  they  said  to  Johnston. 
Such,  in  substance,  is  all  the  evidence  on  the  part  of  the 
signers  of  the  contract  of  guaranty.  On  the  part  of  the 
bank,  Johnston  testified  that,  according  to  his  recollection, 
Fink  and  Mann  made  the  application  for  credit;  that  he 
stated  to  them  that  the  bank  would  require  the  stockholders 
and  directors  to  give  a  personal  bond  or  guaranty ;  that  they 
seemed  to  think  that  was  reasonable,  but  wanted  a  stipula- 
tion that  no  stockholder  should  pay  more  or  less  than  in  pro- 
portion to  his  stock,  so  that  any  loss  the  bank  might  other- 
wise sustain  would  be  distributed  between  the  stockholders 
in  proportion  to  their  stock;  that  the  conclusion  of  the  con- 
versation between  him  and  Mann  and  Fink  was  that  he  was 
to  draft  an  agreement  and  submit  it  to  them. 

From  the  foregoing,  it  is  pretty  conclusive  to  our  minds 

that  a  person  charged  with  the  duty  of  placing  the  result  of 
Vol.  100  —  39 
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the  conversation  referred  to  in  writing,  would  feel  bound  to 
draw  an  agreement  limiting  the  liability  of  the  guarantors 
according  to  their  respective  interests  in  the  corporation. 
There  is  nothing  to  evince  a  contrary  intention  upon  the 
part  of  either  Johnston  or  Mann  and  Fink,  except  the  state- 
ment of  the  former  that  the  bank  wanted  security,  gener- 
ally, but  he  admitted  that  Mann  and  Fink  both  replied  that 
they  wanted  the  agreement  drawn  so  as  to  bind  the  stock- 
holders only  for  their  respective  interests  in  the  corporation. 
It  may  be  that  there  are  circumstances  established  by  the 
evidence  which  somewhat  impair  the  testimony  of  Mann 
and  Fink  as  to  some  occurrences  subsequent  to  the  verbal 
contract,  but  as  to  what  was  then  said  they  are  in  substan- 
tial accord  with  Johnston.  The  minds  of  the  three  seem, 
with  reasonable  certainty,  to  have  met,  if  at  all,  on  an  agree- 
ment, that  a  contract  of  guaranty  should  be  made  whereby 
the  stockholders  of  the  manufacturing  company  would  be- 
come responsible  for  the  indebtedness  of  the  corporation  to 
the  bank  in  the  proportion  which  their  stock  bore  to  the 
paid-up  stock  of  the  company,  and  that  is  reduced  to  a  ceiv 
tainty  beyond  reasonable  controversy  by  what  followed. 

Johnston,  in  due  time  after  the  verbal  contract  was  con- 
cluded, pursuant  to  the  understanding  then  had,  intending 
to  express  in  writing  for  submission  to  the  respondents  and 
their  associates  what  had  been  verbally  agreed  upon,  drafted 
a  form  for  a  contract  of  guaranty  which  is  set  out  in  the 
statement  of  facts.  Its  importance  at  this  point  will  war- 
rant its  repetition.  Omitting  the  recitals  and  statement  of 
consideration,  it  is  as  follows:  "We  and  each  of  us  do  sev- 
erally promise  and  agree  to  and  with  said  bank  to  pay  said 
bank  as  the  said  sum  may  become  due,  such  proportion  of 
said  indebtedness  now  owing  or  which  may  hereafter  bo 
owing  by  said  company  to  said  bank  ...  as  the  amount 
of  stock  owned  by  us  in  the  said  company  bears  to  the  whole 
amount  of  capital  paid  up  of  said  company."    There  is  no 
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mistaking  the  meaning  of  that  language,  and  there  is  no 
claim  made  by  appellant  but  that  it  clearly  expresses  a  lim- 
ited liability  in  all  respects  the  same  as  the  contract  in  suit 
would  express  when  reformed  as  prayed  for  in  respondents' 
equitable  counterclaim.  The  paper  thus  drafted  on  the  part 
of  the  appellant  was  sent  to  the  office  of  the  Wilkin  Manu- 
facturing Company,  and  after  being  signed  by  all  of  the 
stockholders  except  Vogel  and  Fink,  it  was  returned  to  the 
bank.  If  the  transactions  in  respect  to  the  guaranty  had 
stopped  at  that  point,  this  controversy  would  never  have 
arisen.  Of  that  there  can  be  no  question,  and  yet  we  have 
the  singular  situation  that  appellant  contends,  just  as  vigor- 
ously as  respondents,  that  the  final  written  agreement  upon 
which  this  suit  was  brought  was  intended  to  conform  to  the 
original  verbal  agreement.  True,  Johnston  says  he  intended 
to  draw  the  first  agreement  so  as  to  contain  a  joint  and  sev- 
eral obligation  to  pay,  and  failed  to  get  that  idea  into  the 
paper.  In  view  of  his  intelligence  and  experience,  the  most 
charitable  and  doubtless  the  right  view  to  take  of  that  evi- 
dence is  that  the  absorbing  activities  of  a  busy  life,  during 
the  long  period  that  has  elapsed  since  the  paper  was  written, 
has  impaired  Mr.  Johnston's  memory  of  his  purpose  in  the 
transaction.  There  is  the  writing,  a  clear,  plain,  and  un- 
ambiguous agreement  for  a  limited  liability,  made  imme- 
diately after  the  verbal  agreement  was  made  which  it  was 
intended  to  express  in  writing.  It  speaks  for  itself.  In  the 
light  of  Mr.  Johnston's  position  as  cashier  of  the  plaintiff 
bank,  and  his  experience  as  a  business  man,  it  is  a  complete 
answer  to  his  statement  of  what  he  intended  when  he  drew 
it.  Especially  is  that  so  when  considered  in  connection  with 
the  facts  that  he  sent  the  paper  to  the  manufacturing  com- 
pany as  expressing  the  guaranty  agreed  upon;  that  it  was 
executed  by  the  stockholders  of  the  company;  and  that  it 
was  returned  to  the  plaintiff  and  was  retained  for  a  time  as 
a  binding  contract. 
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The  facte  stated  leave  no  possible  question  as  to  what  the 
verbal  agreement  was  as  understood  by  all  parties  at  the 
time  it  was  made.    The  actors  in  the  preliminary  negotia- 
tion might  easily  have  forgotten  what  was  said,  or  they 
might  easily  have  drawn  different  inferences  therefrom  after 
the  lapse  of  years,  and  the  precise  language  used  had  passed 
from  memory ;  but  there  is  the  paper  proposed  by  the  plaint- 
iflf,  expressing  what  was  agreed  upon.     It  speaks  with  no 
uncertain  meaning.     So  long  as  we  start  with  the  proposi- 
tion that  the  verbal  agreement  was  never  changed,  we  see 
no  escape  from  the  conclusion  that  the  first  written  agree- 
ment correctly  expresses  it.     Appellant,  with  consummate 
ability,  marshaled  many  subsequent  occurrences  tending  to 
show  that  one  or  all  of  the  [)arties  understood  the  verbal 
agreement  other  than  as  expressed  in  the  first  writing;  and 
counsel  for  respondents  met  that  with  equal  ability,  both 
going  over  a  wide  field  which  we  do  not  feel  called  upon  to 
explore,  inasmuch  as  we  fail  to  see  any  reasonable  theory 
explanatory  of  the  making  of  the  first  writing,  other  than 
that  it  was  drawn  just  as  the  verbal  agreement  was  made. 
It  was  drawn  by  the  plaintiff's  cashier  with  the  conversa- 
tion between  him  and  Fink  and  Mann  fresh  in  mind.     He 
was  perfectly  competent  to  make  the  paper.     There  was 
nothing  difficult  about  it.     It  tells  a  plain  story.     There  is 
nothing  which  he  did  thereafter,  up  to  and  inclusive  of  the 
execution  of  the  agreement  in  suit,  to  lead  to  any  different 
conclusion.     He  says  that  when  he  got  the  first  agreement 
back,  signed,  he  at  once  sent  word  that  he  did  not  mean  to 
have  it  signed,  that  it  was  merely  a  draft;  but  does  not  pre- 
tend that  it  did  not  express  the  verbal  agreement.    The  in- 
ference from  his  testimony  is  that  he  did  not  intend  to  have 
the  paper  signed,  because  it  was  only  an  informal  draft  to  be 
used  as  a  guide  in  drawing  the  final  instrument.     He  says 
that  after  giving  the  notice,  he  employed  his  attorneys  to 
draw  such  a  paper  as  would  protect  the  bank;  that  his  pur- 
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pose  was  to  have  an  agreement  that  would  fully  protect  his , 
corporation.  The  result  was  the  instrument  sued  on  with- 
out the  clause  referring  to  limited  liability,  and  expressing 
a  contract  entirely  different  from  the  first  writing.  Imme- 
diately upon  receipt  by  defendants  of  the  second  paper,  they 
objected  to  it  because  of  its  not  providing  for  a  limited  lia- 
bility in  accordance  with  the  first  paper.  There  is  really 
no  controversy  at  this  point.  Ifann  testified  to  it,  Fink  tes- 
tified to  it,  Johnston  testified  to  it,  and  so  did  all  who  said 
anything  on  the  question.  True,  Johnston  said  that  re- 
spondents' complaint  was  to  the  effect  that  there  was  no 
clause  providing  for  a  distribution  of  liability  among  the 
stockholders  in  proportion  to  stock,  but  if  he  correctly  re- 
members the  language  used  it  must  have  referred  to  a  dis- 
tribution of  liability  to  the  bank  in  accordance  with  the  first 
agreement,  and  must  have  been  so  understood  by  him,  be- 
cause no  other  distribution  had  been  previously  talked  about, 
agreed  upon,  or  reduced  to  writing. 

Upon  the  objection  being  made,  Johnston  met  it  by 
promptly  agreeing  to  insert  a  clause  that  would  make  the 
proposed  paper  conform  to  the  first  one,  and  the  following 
language  was  agreed  upon  for  that  purpose:  "It  is  under- 
stood that  we  are  to  pay  any  sums  which  may  accrue  here- 
under in  the  proportion  which  the  amounts  of  stock  now  held 
by  each  of  us  in  said  company  bears  in  the  whole  amount  of 
capital  paid  in  by  said  company."  The  paper  was  then  sent 
to  the  attorneys  by  Johnston,  with  directions  to  rewrite  it 
with  the  added  clause,  which  was  done,  and  the  completed 
instrument  was  then  sent  to  the  defendants  for  execution^ 
accompanied  by  a  letter  worded  as  follows:  "I  have  had  a 
new  agreement  drawn  up  in  a  neat  and  business-like  form^ 
which  I  inclose  herein,  and  which  you  will  please  get  your 
stockholders  to  sign,  and  return  the  same  to  me.  The  old  ono 
was  too  much  of  a  scrawl  and  was  meant  by  me  to  be  merely 
a  copy.    I  will  return  the  old  one  when  this  is  signed.'* 


■ 
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There  is  written  evidence  of  a  previous  acceptance  of  the 
first  paper  except  as  to  form,  and  that  it  was  to  be  retained 
as  binding  between  the  parties  till  the  formal  agreement 
should  be  executed  and  delivered  to  replace  it,  and  that  the 
meaning  of  the  one  was  intended  to  be  identical  with  that 
of  the  other.  If  Johnston  knew  that  the  legal  meaning  of 
the  two  instruments  differed,  his  letter  contained  a  fraud- 
ulent representation.  If  he  did  not  know  it,  then  he  was 
clearly  mistaken  as  to  the  legal  effect  of  placing  the  limita- 
tion clause  after  the  unqualified  joint  and  several  promise. 
That  respondents  supposed  their  liability  was  limited  by  the 
new  paper,  as  by  the  first,  is  conclusively  shown  by  every 
step  leading  up  to  their  signing  it,  and  substantially  every- 
thing that  occurred  thereafter.  That  they  were  free  from 
negligence  in  the  matter,  and  that  all  parties  believed  the 
added  clause  gave  the  new  paper  the  same  meaning  as  the 
old  one,  is  evidenced  by  many  things  that  occurred  there- 
after, leading  up  to  a  fact  that  must  be  taken  as  conclusive 
against  any  claim  of  negligence,  i.  e.,  the  diversity  of  opin- 
ion between  the  distinguished  counsel  representing  the  re- 
spective parties  in  this  action  as  to  its  meaning,  the  decision 
of  the  learned  trial  court  sustaining  respondents'  contention 
that  the  meaning  of  the  two  papers  was  identical,  and  the 
failure  of  that  construction  in  this  court  on  the  ground  that, 
if  the  purpose  of  the  added  clause  was  to  modify  the  plain 
joint  and  several  obligation  which  preceded  it,  the  court  was 
precluded  from  giving  it  that  effect  without  violating  the 
well-established  rule  of  law  that  if  there  be  two  clauses  in 
a  contract  so  totally  repugnant  that  they  cannot  stand  to- 
gether the  first  will  be  received  and  the  last  rejected.  To 
the  credit  of  Mr.  Johnston  and  his  attorneys  who  assisted 
him  in  putting  the  paper  into  shape  for  execution,  we  may 
say,  fairly,  from  the  whole  case  that  they  probably  did  not 
perceive  the  legal  consequences  of  writing  the  limitation 
clause  in  the  order  it  was  placed,  without  such  connection 
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as  to  require  it  to  be  constructively  included  in  the  principal 
clause.  It  is  easier  to  believe  that  they  were  mistaken  than 
that  they  intended  any  deception.  The  circumstances  point 
to  good  faith  rather  than  otherwise.  The  character  of  all 
the  parties  strongly  protects  them,  and  the  trial  court  de- 
cided that  it  was  all  a  mistake,  which  we  affirm. 

To  recapitulate  on  this  branch  of  the  case,  starting  with 
the  fact  that  the  verbal  guaranty  made  before  the  first  paper 
was  drawn  was  never  changed,  but  was  intended  by  the 
parties,  from  first  to  last,  to  be  expressed  in  the  written 
agreement,  the  drawing  of  the  former  paper  containing  an 
agreement  for  limited  liability,  the  drawing  and  submission 
of  the  second  containing  a  joint  and  several  unlimited  prom- 
ise, the  attempted  modification  of  it  in  that  regard  when 
objected  to  by  respondents,  for  the  purpose  of  making  it 
conform  to  the  original  agreement,  the  letter  submitting  the 
completed  second  paper  to  respondents  and  their  associates, 
admitting  the  receipt  and  acceptance  of  the  first  paper  as 
binding  till  exchanged  for  the  second,  and  asserting  in  effect 
that  there  was  no  difference  between  the  two  except  as  to 
form,  furnish  clear,  conclusive  written  evidence  that  the 
agreement  which  the  parties  intended  was  one  for  a  limited 
liability  as  expressed  in  the  first  paper.  The  fact  that  all 
stockholders  were  not  required  to  sign  cannot  be  allowed  to 
vary  the  plain  language  used  by  the  parties,  neither  can  the 
fact  that  one  or  more  signed  who  were  not  the  holders  of 
paid-up  stock.  No  name  is  mentioned  in  either  paper.  True, 
it  contemplated  signatures  by  stockholders  only,  but  if  those 
signed  who  were  not  such,  though  the  circumstance  might 
aid  in  its  construction  if  there  were  any  ambiguity  in  the 
language  used,  there  is  no  ambiguity.  The  difficulty  is  not 
in  that,  but  in  the  fact  that  the  limitation  clause  was  in- 
serted, following  a  clause  so  repugnant  to  it,  on  appellant's 
theory  of  its  meaning,  that  it  had  to  bo  rejected  so  far  as 
affecting  the  guarantee.    Moreover,  it  fairly  appears  from 
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the  evidence  that  both  Wilkin  and  Morris,  held  by  the  court 
not  to  be  stockholders,  had  made  subscriptions  to  stock,  and 
their  subscriptions  had  been  accepted  by  the  corporation. 
Therefore  they  properly  signed  the  agreement  as  stockhold- 
ers. The  fact  that  they  had  not  paid  for  their  stock  and 
received  certificates  therefor  was  not  essential  to  their  being 
stockholders  in  fact.  But  whether  they  were  such  within 
the  meaning  of  the  agreement  is  not  before  us.  The  trial 
court  decided  they  were  not.  Respondents  are  the  only 
ones  prejudiced  by  that  decision,  and  they  are  not  complain- 
ing of  it,  and  are  in  no  situation  to  do  so,  though  in  consid- 
ering the  circumstance  of  Wilkin  and  Morris  signing  we 
may  look  to  their  situation  to  see  whether  their  conduct  was 
consistent  with  their  relations  to  the  company  and  the  calls 
of  the  paper. 

So,  substantially  all  events  leading  up  to  the  making  of 
the  paper,  as  well  as  those  which  followed,  notably,  in  the 
last  category,  requests  from  time  to  time  for  information 
as  to  the  stockholders,  the  final  refusal  to  loan  money  to  the 
manufacturing  company  without  the  personal  indorsement  of 
Mann,  the  setting  up  in  the  complaint  at  the  commencement  ' 
of  the  action  of  the  facts  in  regard  to  the  respective  hold- 
ings of  stock  by  the  defendants,  seem  to  leave  no  ground  to 
stand  on  in  support  of  plaintiflE's  claim  as  to  what  the  orig- 
inal agreement  was.  Some  attempt  was  made  to  explain 
the  circumstance  of  alleging  the  situation  of  defendants  as 
regards  being  stockholders,  which  was  as  successful  as  could 
reasonably  be  expected,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  subject 
had  no  necessary  place  in  the  complaint  on  appellant's  the- 
ory of  the  contract,  and  that  the  high  professional  standing 
of  counsel  who  drew  it  precludes  even  a  suspicion  that  they 
stood  in  any  need  of  instruction  on  that  point.  The  com- 
plaint is  consistent  only  with  the  theory  that  the  under- 
standing of  the  plaintiff's  officers  and  their  counsel  was  that 
the  signers  of  the  paper  sued  on  intended  to  incur  a  limited 
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liability,  but  that  the  written  evidence  of  it  might  have  ta 
be  construed  differently,  and,  in  that,  subsequent  eventa 
have  demonstrated  their  wisdom. 

We  now  come  to  the  subject  of  whether  the  mistake  in 
drawing  the  Qontract  of  guaranty  was  one  from  which  a 
court  of  equity  could  relieve  respondents.  On  that,  appel- 
lant invokes  the  familiar  principle  that  a  mistake  of  law 
without  fraud  is  without  remedy  in  equity.  That  rule  is 
subject  to  so  many  important  exceptions  that  it  needs  re- 
statement in  order  to  be  readily  understood  from  the  lan- 
guage used.  The  mistake  of  law  which  is  not  the  subject 
of  relief  in  equity  is  mistake  as  to  the  legal  result  of  known 
facts,  by  reason  of  some  misapprehension  of  the  legal  mean- 
ing of  the  language  used;  not  mistake  in  reducing  to  writ- 
ing an  agreement  upon  which  the  minds  of  the  parties^ 
previously  met  in  making  a  preliminary  verbal  agreement. 
The  latter  is  a  mistake  of  law  in  one  sense,  not  a  mistake  of 
law  as  to  what  the  parties  wanted  to  do  in  drawing  the 
paper,  but  rather  as  to  the  appropriate  language  to  accom- 
plish their  intention.  If  it  were  the  former  they  would  be 
remediless  in  equity  under  the  rule  under  discussion.  But 
if  the  latter,  it  is  not,  and  has  not  been,  considered  within 
that  rule,  since  the  true  scope  of  it  was  definitely  worked 
out  in  the  development  of  equity  jurisprudence.  In  the  one 
case  there  is  a  mistake  in  the  making  of  the  verbal  contract 
growing  out  of  misconception  as  to  the  legal  scope  or  effect 
of  known  facts;  in  the  other  there  is  no  mistake  whatever 
as  to  the  contract  actually  made,  but  a  mistake  in  the  legal 
import  of  the  language  used  in  reducing  that  contract  to 
writing.  A  mistake  in  the  contract  itself,  springing  from 
ignorance  of  law,  is  one  thing,  and  mistake  in  the  legal 
meaning  attributable  to  words  U3ed  to  express  a  contract  is 
quite  another.  The  rule  may  be  properly  stated  thus: 
Where  there  is  a  mutual  mistake,  either  of  fact  in  the  mak- 
ing of  a  contract,  or  of  law  or  fact  in  the  reduction  of  the 
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contract  to  writing,  the  person  injured  thereby  may  hate  it 
reformed  in  equity  in  accordance  with  the  truth,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  Tacts  or  circumstance,  constituting  a  waiver  oi:  the 
remedy  or  an  estoppel  to  the  assertion  of  it. 

This  subject  is  by  no  means  new  in  this  court,  as  shown 
by  numerous  cases  cited  in  respondents'  brief,  but  if  it  were 
otherwise,  the  rule  is  too  well  settled  to  require  any  exten- 
sive discussion  of  it.  In  Chreen  Bay  &  M,  Ccmal  Co.  v.  Hewitt^ 
62  Wis.  316,  a  deed  intended  as  a  conveyance  of  an.  undi- 
vided interest  was  erroneously  drawn  so  as  to  convey  the 
whole  title.  That  occurred  by  placing  the  limitation  clause 
after  an  unqualified  granting  clause  conveying  the  whole  title, 
so  that  the  latter  clause  was  necessarily  rejected.  The  mis- 
take was  as  to  the  legal  effect  of  placing  a  limitation  clause, 
clearly  repugnant  to  the  preceding  granting  clause,  so  ex- 
pressed that  the  one  could  not  be  considered  included  in  the 
other.  The  result  was  precisely  the  same  as  in  this  case, 
and  grew  out  of  an  error  of  the  same  kind.  The  instrument 
failed  to  correctly  express  what  was  intended  through  a 
mistake  of  law,  not  in  the  making  of  the  preliminary  verbal 
contract,  but  in  properly  expressing  it  in  legal  language. 
This  court  said,  in  that  situation,  that  the  mistake  was  reme- 
diable in  equity,  and  that  it  was  singular  that  there  should 
have  been  any  conflict  of  decisions  on  that  question.  To 
the  same  effect  are  Sllhar  v.  Ryder ^  63  Wis.  106,  and  TTAi^ 
iTwre  V.  Ilay^  85  Wis.  240. 

The  following  rule  is  laid  down  by  standard  text  writers, 
substantially  copying  the  language  of  Mr.  Justice  Washing- 
TON  in  Hunt  v.  Housmaniere^s  Adrri^rSj  1  Pet.  1,  and  has  been 
frequently  approved  by  this  court:  Where  an  instrument 
is  drawn  or  executed,  which  professes  or  is  intended  to  carry 
into  execution  an  agreement  previously  entered  into,  but 
which,  by  mistake  of  the  draftsman  either  as  to  fact  or  law, 
does  not  fulfill  that  intention,  or  violates  it,  equity  will  cor- 
rect that  mistake  so  as  to  produce  a  conformity  to  the  agree- 
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ment.  So  it  is  said  in  Bewrdsley  v,  KnigJU^  10  Vt.  185 : 
Where  there  is  a  mistake  in  reducing  an  agreement  to  writ- 
ing, equity  will  correct  it  whether  the  parties  failed  to  make 
it  in  the  form  intended,  or  misapprehended  its  legal  effect. 
In  Pomeroy,  Eq.  Jur.  §§  843,  845,  the  same  rule  is  stated  in 
somewhat  different  language,  as  follows:  "Where  the  par- 
ties, with  knowledge  of  the  facts,  and  without  any  inequi- 
table incidents,  have  made  an  agreement  or  other  instrument 
as  they  intended  it  should  be,  and  the  writing  expresses  the 
transaction  as  it  was  understood  and  designed  to  be  made, 
.  .  .  equity  will  not  allow  a  defense  or  grant  a  reforma- 
tion or  rescission,  although  both  parties  may  have  mistaken 
or  misconceived  its  legal  meaning,  scope,  and  effect."  But, 
"  if,  on  the  other  hand,  after  making  an  agreement,  in  the 
process  of  reducing  it  to  a  written  form  the  instrument,  by 
means  of  mistake  of  law,  fails  to  express  the  contract  which 
the  parties  actually  entered  into,  equity  will  interfere  with 
the  appropriate  relief,  either  by  way  of  defense  to  its  en- 
forcement, or  by  cancellation,  or  by  reformation,  to  the  same 
extent  as  if  the  failure  of  the  writing  to  express  the  real 
contract  was  caused  by  a  mistake  of  fact."  To  that  text 
the  author  cites  abundance  of  authority.  Indeed,  the  rule 
is  so  firmly  establislied  that  a  discussion  of  it  to  such. great 
length  is  hardly  warranted. 

Many  cases  may  be  cited  to  support  the  contention  made^ 
by  appellant's  counsel,  that  a  mistake  of  law  is  not  reme- 
diable in  equity,  but  they  do  not  fit  this  case.  They  refer 
to  a  mistake  of  law  in  the  making  of  the  verbal  contract 
as  distinguished  from  a  mere  mistake  in  reducing  the  con- 
tract to  writing  through  some  misapprehension  of  the  legal 
meaning  of  the  language  used*  The  rule  applies  where 
the  contract  is  written  so  as  to  express  the  agreement  as 
understood,  though  the  understanding  were  wrong  through 
ignorance  of  law;  it  does  not  apply  where  the  contract  is 
fully  understood  but  is  incorrectly  expressed  in  the  writing 
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through  ignorance  as  to  the  legal  import  of  the  language 
selected  by  the  parties  for  that  purpose.^  Though  there  is 
some  confusion  in  the  adjudicated  cases,  through  failure  to 
correctly  make  the  distinction  referred  to,  it  is  so  well  de- 
fined that  accuracy  in  the  application  of  the  legal  principles 
involved  may  be  obtained  without  serious  difficulty.  There 
is  reason  to  say  that  the  distinction  was  not  clearly  made 
in  iV<2f  V.  liains,  33  Wis.  689,  where  the  court  said,  in  effect, 
that  if  the  parties  agree  upon  a  guaranty  of  collection, 
and  in  reducing  it  to  writing  make  a  guaranty  of  payment 
through  ignorance  of  the  legal  meaning  attributable  to  the 
words  used,  it  is  irremediable,  in  equity.  That  seems  to  be 
contrary  to  numerous  cases  subsequently  decided,  to  which 
we  have  referred. 

Counsel  say  that  in  6freen  Bay  <&  M.  Ccmal  Co.  v.  Hewiity 
62  Wis.  316,  the  mistake  was  one  of  fact,  but  a  reference  to 
the  opinion  shows  quite  conclusively  that  it  was  treated  as 
a  mistake  of  law.  It  was  a  mistake  in  the  legal  elBfect  of 
the  language  used  in  reducing  the  contract  to  writing.  The 
court  said  it  was  sometimes  called  a  mistake  of  fact  and 
sometimes  a  mistake  of  law,  but  that  it  made  no  diilerence 
whether  it  was  called  the  one  or  the  other,  it  was  a  situa- 
tion from  which  the  parties  could  be  relieved  in  equity,  and 
that  is  true  whether  the  parties  themselves  selected  the 
language  to  express  the  contract  in  writing  without  the  aid 
of  a  draftsman,  or  whether  they  selected  a  third  party  to  do 
it  for  them. 

Appellant's  counsel  suggest  that  the  rule  does  not  apply 
except  where  a  draftsman  is  selected  and  the  mistake  is  made 
by  the  third  party,  but  that  is  not  supported  by  either  rea- 
son or  authority.  The  initial  question  is,  "What  was  the  ver- 
bal agreement  the  parties  actually  made  ?  Not  what  they 
thought  they  made,  or  intended  to  make,  but  What  did  their 
minds  meet  upon  ?  That  having  been  settied,  if,  by  mutual 
mistake,  they  failed  in  reducing  it  to  writing  to  use  language 


Wis.]  august  TEEM,  1898.  621 

The  Wisconsm  Marine  &  Fire  Ins.  Ca  Bank  vs.  Mann  and  another. 

suitable  to  express  it,  equity  will  correct  the  writing,  in  the 
absence  of  circumstances  to  prevent  a  resort  to  the  equitable 
remedy. 

The  sole  remaining  question  is,  Are  the  findings  and  judg- 
ment fatally  defective  for  failure  to  state  the  exact  change 
of  language  requisite  to  be  made  in  the  written  contract  in 
order  to  make  it  conform  to  the  verbal  contract?  Appel- 
lant's counsel  contend  that  they  are,  and  invoke  a  rule,  good 
in  some  cases,  but  not  in  one  like  this.  Where  a  failure  to 
actually  reform  the  instrument  will  work  some  injury,  it  is 
a  proper  subject  for  review  on  appeal.  Cases  cited  by  appel- 
lant where  reformation  of  a  conveyance  of  land  was  sought 
belong  to  that  class.  It  is  important  to  have  mistakes  in  an 
instrument  forming  part  of  a  chain  of  title  actually  reformed 
by  having  written  into  it  the  language  necessary  to  make  it 
conform  to  the  intention  of  the  parties.  But  here  the  con- 
tract has  been  executed,  the  effect  of  the  instrument  as  re- 
formed has  passed  into  judgment,  and  there  is  no  further  use 
for  it  whatever.  Nothing  in  which  plaintiff  is  interested 
depends  upon  having  the  exact  words  requisite  to  a  refor- 
mation of  the  contract  determined  and  inserted  in  it.  So, 
if  the  trial  court  erred  in  failing  to  actually  reform  the  in- 
strument before  entering  judgment,  it  is  a  mere  irregularity, 
working  no  injury  or  prejudice  whatever  to  appellant,  there- 
fore it  is  no  ground  for  a  reversal  of  the  judgment.  Scott 
V.  Webster^  44  Wis.  185 ;  Dousman  v.  Wis.  cfe  Z.  S,  M.di  S.  Co, 
40  Wis.  418;  Pormann  v.  Frede^  72  Wis.  226;  Bilgrien  v. 
Dowe^  91  Wis.  393.  Sec.  2829,  E.  S.  1878,  applies:  "  The  court 
shall,  in  every  stage  of  an  action,  disregard  any  error  or  de- 
fect in  the  pleadings  or  proceedings  which  shall  not  affect 
the  substantial  rights  of  the  adverse  party;  and  no  judg- 
ment shall  be  reversed  or  affected  bv  reason  of  such  error  or 
defect."  That  has  often  been  said  to  cover  a  multitude  of 
harmless  errors.    It  promotes  quietude  and  peace  between 
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litigants  when  their  substantial  rights  have  been  eflfectually 
protected  by  the  judgment. 

The  foregoing  covers  all  questions  that  are  considered  of 
sufficient  importance  to  require  mention  in  this  opinion.  The 
facts  forming  the  subject  of  controversy  are  established  by 
the  evidence  beyond  reasonable  controversy.  The  legal  con- 
clusions drawn  from  such  facts  by  the  trial  court  were  cor- 
rectly drawn.  Substantial  justice  has  been  done  by  the 
judgment  that  was  pronounced  and  from  which  the  appeal 
was  taken.    It  must  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Cawrt. —  So  ordered. 
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George,  Eespondent,  vs.  Benjamin,  Appellant. 

September  SS  —  October  11, 189$. 

Parties:  Action  by  one  on  behalf  of  many:  Partnership:  Agreement  to 
contribute  to  land  syndicate:  Remedies:  Pleading:  Definiteness, 

L  Thirty-one  persons,  by  written  agreement,  formed  a  "syndicate  "  to 
purchase,  manage,  and  seU  a  tract  of  land,  each  agreeing  to  con- 
tribute a  certain  sum  at  once  and  thereafter  to  pay  from  time  to 
time  such  sums  as  should  be  needed  for  payments  on  the  land. 
One  of  their  number  was  agreed  upon  as  trustee  to  hold  the  title 
to  the  land,  and  he  afterwards,  in  writing,  declared  a  trust  in  favor 
of  each  of  the  subscribers  to  the  extent  of  a  one-thlrty-first  inter- 
est in  the  land.  Meetings  were  held  and  assessments  made  to  meet 
the  payments  becoming  due  on  the  land.  Subsequently,  by  a  reso- 
lution adopted  at  a  meeting  of  the  subscribers,  plaintiff  was  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  bring  suit  in  his  Individual  name,  for  and 
in  behalf  of  himself  and  his  associates,  to  collect  the  amount  due  upon 
said  assessments  from  the  defendant,  one  of  the  subecribers,  who  had 
accepted  the  declaration  of  trust  and  had  attended  meetings,  but 
had  paid  only  the  first  assessment.  Held,  that  the  subscribers 
were  aU  imited  in  interest  and  were,  in  legal  effect,  partners,  so 
that  the  action  could  not  be  maintained  by  one  on  behalf  of  all, 
under  sec  2604  B.  S.  1878,  either  on  the  ground  that  the  ques- 
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tion  was  one  of  a  common  or  general  interest  to  many  persons,  or 
on  the  ground  that  the  parties  interested  were  so  numerous  that  it 
was  impracticable  to  bring  them  all  before  the  court 

2.  The  action  in  the  name  of  one  only,  on  behalf  of  all,  could  not  be  sus- 
tained, in  such  case,  on  the  ground  that  the  syndicate  was  an  "  un- 
incorporated company  "  or  a  "  voluntary  association,"  nothing  hav- 
ing been  done  to  give  it  the  characteristics  of  such  organizations, 
except  to  elect  officers. 

8.  The  cause  of  action  stated  not  being  one  growing  out  of  the  trans- 
actions of  the  syndicate,  a  recovery  might  be  had  thereon  in  an 
action  by  the  proper  parties,  without  a  dissolution  of  the  partnership 
or  an  accounting. 

4.  If,  in  such  a  case,  the  defendant  desired  further  information  than 
was  contained  in  the  complaint  as  to  the  times  when  the  instal- 
ments became  due  on  the  land  contract,  his  remedy  was  by  motion, 
not  by  demurrer  to  the  complaint 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwaukee 
county:  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed, 

This  is  an  action  at  law,  brought  by  plaintiff  on  behalf  of 
himself  and  others,  to  recover  the  sum  of  $4,900,  claimed  to 
be  due  on  a  certain  contract,  under  circumstances  herein- 
after detailed.  The  complaint  contains  seven  causes  of  ac- 
tion, the  statement  of  one  being  all  that  is  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  this  suit.  The  facts  alleged  are  substantially  a& 
follows: 

On  Juiy  2, 1892,  the  plaintiff,  defendant,  and  twenty-nine 
other  persons  entered  into  a  written  agreement,  as  follows: 

"  Know  all  men  by  these  presents,  that  we,  whose  namea 
are  hereto  subscribed,  for  and  in  consideration  of  the  sum 
of  one  dollar  to  each  of  us  in  hand  paid  by  the  other,  the  re- 
ceipt whereof  is  hereby  confessed  and  acknowledged,  and 
for  and  in  consideration  of  the  prospective  profits  to  be  real- 
ized from  the  purchase,  management,  and  sale  of  about 
1,700  a<5res  of  land  under  contract  of  purchase  for  our  bene- 
fit at  Barrington,  in  the  state  of  Illinois,  and  for  and  on  ac- 
count of  other  good  and  valuable  considerations  to  each  of 
us  paid  by  the  other,  the  receipt  whereof  is  hereby  confessed 
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and  acknowledged,  we  do  hereby  stipulate,  covenant,  prom- 
ise, and  agree,  each  with  the  other,  as  follows: 

"  1st.  That  there  shall  be  organized  an  association  to  be 
known  as  the  Barrington  Land  Company,  or  some  other  ap- 
propriate title  to  be  hereafter  mutually  agreed  upon,  for  the 
purchase,  management,  and  sale  of  the  land  above  referred 
to  at  Barrington,  in  the  state  of  Illinois;  that  said  associa- 
tion shall  be  controlled  and  managed  by  a  board  of  direct- 
ors, and  proper  officers  to  be  selected  from  the  parties  in 
interest  therein. 

"  2nd.  That  prior  to  the  perfecting  of  the  organization 
aforesaid,  that  each  of  us  shall  contribute  towards  the  pre- 
liminary expenses  thereof,  and  to  provide  for  whatever 
money  shall  be  necessary  as  down  payments  to  secure  the 
title  to  said  property,  such  sums  from  time  to  time  as  may 
be  necessary  therefor. 

"  3rd.  That  each  of  us  shall  at  once  contribute,  towards 
the  purpose  specified,  the  sum  of  three  hundred  (300)  dollars, 
and  that  proceedings  will  be  taken,  as  soon  as  possible,  to 
perfect  said  organization  and  get  the  same  in  running  order; 
and  that  in  the  future,  from  time  to  time,  as  the  same  shall 
be  needed,  we  each  hereby  stipulate,  promise,  covenant,  and 
agree,  on  account  of  the  considerations  herein  expressed,  to 
pay  such  sum  or  sums  as  shall  be  needed  for  future  pay- 
ments on  said  property  as  the  same  are  demanded  and  re- 
quired by  the  parties  in  interest  herein.  These  agreements 
and  stipulations  are  made  upon  the  understanding  that  there 
is  now  under  contract  of  purchase,  as  aforesaid,  1,687  acres 
of  land,  at  an  average  cost  of  $117.03  per  acre." 

The  complaint  further  states  that  the  parties  to  this  con- 
tract did  not  become  incorporated,  but  by  agreement  be- 
came a  voluntary  association  under  the  name  of  the  Barring- 
ton Land  Syndicate ;  that  Burton  Johnson,  one  of  the  parties 
to  the  agreement,  was  agreed  upon  as  trustee  to  hold  the  title 
to  the  land  mentioned,  who  accepted  the  trust,  and  there- 
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after,  in  writing,  declared  a  trust  in  favor  of  each  of  the 
parties  to  the  extent  of  ^  interest  in  the  land ;  that  each  was 
to  contribute  toward  the  purchase  price  in  accordance  with 
his  interest ;  that  defendant  accepted  the  declaration  of  trust, 
and  had  notice  of  and  participated  in  the  meetings  of  the 
syndicate;  that,  as  payments  became  due  on  the  land  con- 
tracts, meetings  were  held,  of  which  the  defendant  had  due 
notice,  and  such  assessments  were  made  on  each  member, 
from  time  to  time,  as  were  deemed  necessary  to  meet  the 
same;  that  all  of  the  parties  interested,  except  the  defend- 
ant and  a  few  others,  have  paid  the  calls,  and  that  a  sum 
exceeding  $125,000  had  been  paid  in  and  used  for  the  bene- 
fit of  all  concerned ;  that  the  calls  made  were  necessary  and 
needed  to  meet  the  demands  against  the  syndicate  on  the 
contracts  for  the  land  involved,  and  necessary  in  order  to 
prevent  loss  and  forfeiture  of  the  contracts,  and  that  the 
amount  demanded  from  the  defendant  was  his  proper  pro- 
portion of  the  same ;  that  eight  calls  had  been  made,  and 
defendant  had  refused  to  pay  all  but  the  first  one;  that  on 
January  19, 1897,  the  plaintiflf  was  elected  president  of  the 
syndicate,  and  at  the  same  time  a  treasurer  and  secretary 
was  elected;  that  at  a  meeting  on  January  14,  1897,  of 
which  all  members  had  written  notice,  a  resolution  was 
adopted,  authorizing  and  directing  the  plaintiflf  to  take  legal 
proceedings  in  court  in  bis  individual  name,  for  and  in  be- 
half of  himself  and  his  associates  in  said  enterprise,  against 
the  defendant,  to  collect  the  several  amounts  due  upon  the 
calls  or  assessments  theretofore  made.  Then  follows  an  alle- 
gation "that  the  question  involved  in  this  action  is  one  of  a 
common  or  a  general  interest  to  many  persons,  and  that  the 
parties  interested  and  associated  herein  are  very  numerous, 
and  that  many  of  the  parties  interested  here  are  not  resi- 
dents of  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  but  are  residents  of  other 
states;  that  it  is  impracticable  to  bring  all  of  said  persons 

before  the  court;  that  this  action  is  brought  in  the  name  of 
Vol.100  — 40 
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the  plaintiff,  one  of  said  parties,  at  the  instance  and  for  the 
benefit  of  the  whole,  as  in  such  cases  is  duly  provided  by 
statute.'* 

The  defendant  interposed  a  demurrer  to  each  cause  of  ac- 
tion  on  the  grounds,  among  others,  that  the  plaintiff  had  not 
legal  capacity  to  sue;  that  there  was  a  defect  of  parties 
plaintiff  and  defendant;  and  that  the  complaint  did  not 
state  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a  cause  of  action.  The 
demurrer  was  overruled,  and  from  the  order  entered  thereon 
this  appeal  is  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Timlin  &  Glicka- 
man^  and  oral  argument  by  Nathwn  Olicksmcm. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Rogen  dk  Mrnin 
and  Orren  T,  Williams,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Williams. 
They  contended,  inter  alia,  that  an  action  can  be  maintained 
upon  the  subscription  contract  set  out  in  the  complaint, 
under  the  circumstances  alleged  therein,  against  the  defend- 
ant, to  recover  of  him  his  proportion  of  what  he  agreed  to 
contribute  for  the  purchase  and  payment  of  the  property. 
The  agreement  has  all  the  essential  elements  of  a  valid  con- 
tract: Capable  parties,  subject  matter,  meeting  of  minds,  a 
valuable  consideration,  expressive  words.  It  has  been  exe- 
cuted by  most  of  the  parties  and  in  part  by  the  defendant. 
It  has  been  acquiesced  in  fully  by  him,  and  he  has  not  with- 
drawn or  been  released.  By  signing  the  promise  to  pay  he 
gave  the  "  parties  in  interest "  power  to  demand  and  require 
him  to  pay  his  proportion  of  money  as  the  same  was  re- 
quired for  future  payments.  If  the  contract  is  a  qimsi-^&Tt- 
nership  subscription  agreement,  the  courts  may  enforce  it 
without  dissolving  the  partnership  and  distributing  the  re- 
siduum. Laihrop  v.  Kna(pp,  27  Wis.  216,  221,  223,  and  cases 
cited ;  Brown  v.  Stoerkel,  74  Mich.  269 ;  Sheehy  v.  Blake,  72 
Wis.  411 ;  Dambury  Comet  Bamd  v.  Bean,  54  K  H.  626 ;  Os- 
horn  V.  Crosby,  63  id.  585 ;  Bromley  v.  Williams,  32  Beav. 
177,  188;  Stevick,  Unincorporated  Asso.  63-66;  JEdinborO' 
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Academy  v.  Robinsony  37  Pa.  St.  210 ;  EicKba/wm>  v.  IronSy  6 
Watts  &  8.  67;  Lafayette  Go.  M.  Corp.  v.  Magoouy  73  Wis. 
627;  Seventh  Day  Bajptist  M.  Fund  v.  Saunders^  84  id.  670; 
Cook,  Stock  (2d  ed.),  §  608;  WaUworth  v.  HoU^  4  Mylne  & 
C.  619 ;  Cockbwm  v.  Thompeon^  16  Ves.  321 ;  Chxmoey  v.  May^ 
Finch,  Precedents  in  Ch.  692;  Knowlee  v.  Hanighiony  11  id. 
168;  Hickene  t>.  Oongreve^  4  Euss.  562;  Taylor  v.  Salmon^  4 
Mylne  &  C.  134;  JI£cDoweU  v.  Joice^  149  HI.  124;  Piatt  v. 
Cdvi/ny  50  Ohio  St.  703 ;  Ray  v.  Powers,  134  Mass.  22 ;  Neu)- 
cU  V.  Borden^  128  id.  31;  Cary  v.  Holmes,  16  Gray,  127; 
JEffon  V.  Bonacum,  38  Neb.  577;  Bull  v.  Coe^  77  Cal.  54; 
S.  0.  11  Am.  St.  Eep.  235;  Ven/ning  v.  Leckie,  13  East,  7; 
JSTewby  v.  Ha^reU,  99  N.  0.  149;  S.  C.  6  Am.  St.  Eep.  503, 
and  note;  Boughner  v.  Black,  83  Ky.  521;  Morris  v.  Davis, 
31  S.  W.  Eep.  850;  Haskins  v.  Curran,  43  Pac.  Eep.  559; 
Whiteside  v.  Noyac  Cottage  Asso.  142  N.  T.  585;  Liggett  v. 
Ladd,  17  Oreg.  89,  and  cases  cited.  Eecovery  may  be  had 
upon  subscriptions  after  work  has  been  done  and  debts  con- 
tracted upon  the  faith  of  the  subscription.  Chambers  v.  Cal- 
houn, 55  Am.  Deo.  583 ;  Farrmngton  Academy  v.  Allen,  7  id. 
201;  PhiUips  Academy  v,  Da/ois,  6  id.  162;  Homes  v.  Dami, 
7  id.  55;  Ryerss  v.  Presbyteria/n  Congregation  of  Blossburg, 
33  Pa.  St.  114;  Robinson  v.  Robinson,  10  Me.  240.  The  lia- 
bility  of  the  subscribing  members  of  a  voluntary  association 
may  be  enforced  by  a  suit  at  law.  Cook,  Stock  (2d  ed.), 
§  508;  Townsend  v.  Goewey,  19  Wend.  424;  BvUock  v.  Fal- 
numOh  ds  C.  H.  T.  R.  Co.  85  Ky.  184;  Dicey,  Parties,  166; 
Gibbons  v.  Grinsd,  79  Wis.  365 ;  Sujperior  Consolidated  Land 
Co.  v.  Bickford,  93  id.  222 ;  Dams  <&  Rankin  B.  <&  Mfg.  Co. 
V.  Jones,  66  Fed.  Eep.  124;  Clark  v.  Rvmsey,  52  N.  Y.  Supp. 
417.  The  action  was  properly  brought  in  the  name  of  the 
plaintiff.  The  facts  set  out  in  the  complaint  bring  the  case 
within  sec.  2604,  E.  S.  1878.  Stevens  v.  Brooks,  22  Wis.  695 ; 
Mercha/nts^  Ba/nk  v.  Chamdler,  19  id.  434;  Clarke  v.  Cla/rke, 
29  K  T.  Supp.  338;  M(yrris  v.  Davis,  31  S.  W.  Eep.  850; 
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/SwpV*  of  Iowa  Co.  V.  M.  P.  R.  Go.  24  Wis.  93;  NemL  v. 
Clifford,  55  id.  161 ;  WiUard  v.  Comaiock,  58  id.  565 ;  1  Wait, 
Prac.  116,  ll'S^;  Corey  v.  Sh&rma/rty  96  Iowa,  114;  DaUaa  v. 
ColvmUa  I.  <fe  S.  Go.  158  Pa.  St.  444;  Piatt  v.  Golvin,  50 
Ohio  St.  703;  Frederick  v.  Doicglas  Co.  96  Wis.  411;  Bromley 
V.  WilliamSf  32  Beav,  177;  Idederkram  S.  Soc.  v.  Gemujmia 
TurnrVerein,  163  Pa.  St.  265 ;  Leech  v.  Harr{%,  3  Brewster, 
571;  PUpps  V.  Jones,  20  Pa.  St.  260;  Story,  Eq.  PL  §  116; 
San  Diego  Water  Co.  v.  San  Diego  FVume  Go.  29  L.  K.  A. 
842;  Indiana,  I  cfe  /.  R.  Co.  v.  Swa/rmelZ^  30  id.  290;  Snow 
V.  Wheeler,  113  Mass.  179. 

Babdeen,  J.  Two  questions  are  involved  on  this  appeal: 
(1)  Is  there  a  defect  of  parties  plaintiflf  ?  (2)  Does  the  com- 
plaint state  a  cause  of  action  ? 

1.  The  plaintiff  seeks  to  justify  the  maintenance  of  this  ac- 
tion by  himself,  and  on  behalf  of  others,  under  R.  S.  1878,  sec. 
2604.  This  section  reads  as  follows :  "  Of  the  parties  to  the 
action,  those  united  in  interest  must  be  joined  as  plaintiffs 
or  defendants;  but  if  the  consent  of  any  one  who  should  be 
joined  as  plaintiff  cannot  be  obtained,  he  may  be  made  a  de- 
fendant, the  reason  thereof  being  stated  in  the  complaint; 
and  when  the  question  is  one  of  a  common  or  general  interest 
of  many  persons,  or  when  the  parties  are  very  numerous,  and 
it  may  be  impracticable  to  bring  them  all  before  the  court, 
one  or  more  may  sue  or  defend  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole." 

As  a  reason  why  this  action  is  brought  in  the  name  of  the 
plaintiff  alone,  the  complaint  alleges  that  "  the  question  in- 
volved in  this  action  is  one  of  a  common  or  general  interest 
to  many  persons,  and  that  the  parties  interested  and  asso- 
ciated herein  are  very  numerous,  and  that  many  of  the  per- 
sons interested  herein  are  not  residents  of  the  state  of  Wis- 
consin, but  that  they  are  residents  of  other  states;  that  it  is 
impracticable  to  bring  all  of  said  persons  before  the  court." 
He  seeks  to  sustain  his  right  to  maintain  this  action  on  the 
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two  grounds  mentioned  in  the  statute, —  that  the  question 
involved  is  one  of  common  and  general  interest  of  many  per- 
sons, and  that  the  parties  are  very  numerous,  and  it  is  im- 
practicable to  bring  them  all  before  the  court.  As  stated  in 
Day  V.  Bwikmghmrb^  87  Wis.  215,  and  repeated  in  Freder- 
ick V.  Douglas  Co.  96  Wis.  411,  this  statute  has  been  construed 
as  merely  re-enacting  the  rules  which  prevailed  in  equity, 
and  which  otherwise  might  have  been  held  to  be  abolished 
by  the  Code.  So,  also,  it  has  been  held  that,  when  the  ques- 
tion is  one  of  common  or  general  interest,  the  action  maybe 
brought  by  one  or  more  for  the  benefit  of  all  who  have  such 
common  or  general  interest,  without  showing  that  the  par- 
ties are  even  numerous,  or  that  it  would  be  impracticable  to 
bring  them  all  before  the  court.  McKenzie  v.  UAmoureux^ 
11  Barb.  516;  Barb.  Parties,  50,  51.  Bliss,  Code  PL  §  79, 
says :  "  This  rule  is  in  harmony  with  the  requirement  that 
all  thc'  parties  plaintiff  must  have  a  joint  or  common  inter- 
est, and  the  interest  of  the  parties  represented  must  appear 
to  be  such  as  to  entitle  them,  were  they  all  before  the  court, 
to  maintain  the  action  in  their  own  names.  It  is  therefore 
simply  a  rule  of  convenience,  and,  though  pertaining,  like 
other  general  rules,  to  all  cases  to  which  it  is  applicable,  yet 
in  practice  it  will  seldom  be  appealed  to  except  in  actions 
heretofore  called  equitable."  It  requires  but  a  mere  inspec- 
tion of  the  complaint  to  show  that  the  claim  that  the  ques- 
tion involved  in  this  action  is  "  one  of  common  or  general 
interest  to  many  persons  "  is  not  justified  by  the  facts  al- 
leged. On  the  contrary,  the  complaint  shows  that  the  ques- 
tion involved  arises  out  of  contract,  personal  to  each  one  of 
the  subscribers  to  it.  It  shows  positively  and  definitely  that 
all  are  united  in  interest  Each  subscriber  to  the  contract 
agrees  with  every  other  subscriber  that  he  will  "pay  such 
sum  or  sums  as  shall  be  needed  for  future  payments  on  said 
property,  as  the  same  are  demanded  and  required  by  the  par- 
ties in  interest  herein."    McKenzie  v,  L^AmoureuXy  sxipra^  is 
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an  instructive  case  on  this  point.  Bliss,  Code  PL  §§  80,  81; 
Pomeroy,  Code  Eem.  §  390  et  seq.  It  would  seem  too  plain 
for  argument  that  the  complaint  fails  to  state  any  fact  which 
shows  that  the  parties  to  this  contract  have  a  common  or 
general  interest  which  would  enable  each  to  maintain  an  ac- 
tion in  his  own  name  if  he  was  before  the  court. 

As  to  the  second  ground  relied  on,  the  statute  does  not 
require  any  question  of  common  or  general  interest  to  this 
great  number.  It  is  based  upon  the  fact  that  the  parties 
are  so  numerous  that  it  is  really  impracticable  to  make  them 
all  actaal  plaintiffs.  It  is  perhaps  difficult  to  say  just  where 
the  line  should  be  drawn ;  just  how  few  or  how  numerous 
the  parties  must  be  to  get  within  the  lines  of  the  statute. 
Under  the  rule  in  equity,  it  was  held  that  twenty  creditors 
interested  in  real  estate,  the  subject  of  litigation,  was  not  so 
large  a  number  as  that  the  court  would  allow  a  few  to  rep- 
resent the  others.  Harrison  v.  Stewa/rdsony  2  Hare,  530.  In 
New  York  it  was  held  that  the  number  thirty-five  was  not 
sufficiently  great  to  allow  a  few  to  represent  the  many. 
Kirk  V.  Ycnmg^  2  Abb.  Prac.  453.  Clbeke,  J.,  said :  "  But 
this  is  not  a  case  in  which  it  is  impracticcMe  to  bring  all  the 
plaintiffs  before  the  court.  Their  number  is  thirty-five,  and, 
although  perhaps  too  numerous  not  to  make  it  somewhat 
inconvenient  to  the  pleader  to^ recount  their  names,  it  is  cer- 
tainly not  impracticable  to  do  so ;  and  without  a  veiy  ob- 
vious necessity  the  court  should  always  require  that  all  the 
persons  in  the  action  should  appear  by  their  individual  and 
real  names."  The  fact  that  all  the  parties  to  the  contract 
are  united  in  interest  affords  a  sufficient  reason  for  holding 
that  they  are  necessary  parties  to  the  action.  Dicey,  Par- 
ties, Rule  13,  p.  104,  says:  "All  the  persons  with  whom  a 
contract  is  made  must  join  in  an  action  for  a  breach  of  it." 
But  in  this  case  the  parties  sustain  such  relations  to  each 
other  as  in  legal  effect  makes  them  partners.  No  other  con- 
struction can  be  given  to  the  contract,  and  their  acts  under 
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it,  without  doing  violenoe  to  the  plainest  legal  principles. 
1  Chitty,  PI.  13,  says:  ^^  It  is  a  general  mle  that,  in  the  case 
of  partners,  all  the  members  of  the  firm  should  be  plaintijBFs 
in  an  action  upon  a  contract  made  with  the  firm;  nor  can 
any  private  arrangement  by  the  firm  that  one,  only,  of  the 
parties  shall  bring  the  action,  give  ]^m  the  right  to  sue 
alone."  And  Dicey  (Parties,  p.  149)  says  that  this  holds  good 
even  though  the  company  consist  of  a  hundred  persons. 
Keither  can  the  action  be  sustained  on  the  ground  that  the 
alleged  syndicate  is  an  "unincorporated  company"  or  a 
"  voluntary  association."  It  does  not  appear  that  they  have 
done  anything  to  give  it  the  characteristics  of  such  organi- 
zations, except  to  elect  oflScers.  So,  in  whatever  view  we 
consider  the  case,  we  are  unable  to  see  how  the  plaintiff  can 
maintain  this  action  alone. 

2.  Had  there  not  been  a  defect  of  parties  plaintiff,  we  feel 
quite  well  satisfied  that  this  action  is  properly  founded. 
The  contract  set  out  in  the  complaint,  and  their  proceedings 
under  it,  make  the  parties  thereto  partners  in  legal  effect. 
But  it  is  said  one  partner  cannot  sue  another  upon  a  demand 
arising  out  of  partnership  transactions.  Unquestionably 
that  is  the  law,  but  the  difiiculty  is  that  it  has  no  applica- 
tion to  the  facts  of  this  case.  The  cause  of  action  stated 
is  not  one  growing  out  of  the  transactions  of  the  syndicate. 
It  is  based  upon  a  direct  and  positive  promise  of  defendant 
with  all  his  associates  to  pay  money  for  a  given  object.  Be- 
lying upon  these  mutual  promises,  over  $125,000  has  been 
paid  in  and  devoted  to  the  purpose  agreed  upon.  Defend- 
ant has  received  and  retained  his  interest  in  the  company. 
Surely,  he  is  in  no  position  to  say  there  must  be  a  dissolu- 
tion and  an  accounting  before  he  will  pay  his  just  share 
towards  carrying  on  the  proposed  enterprise.  The  books 
are  full  of  cases  sustaining  the  defendant's  liability,  and  the 
right  of  the  other  parties  to  compel  payment  of  the  amount 
in  default.    Oowen,  J.,  in  Olaver  v.  Ticchj  24  Wend.  163, 
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says:  ^^When,  as  in  the  case  before  us,  the  covenant  is  to 
make  specific  advances  for  the  purpose  of  launching  a  part- 
nership, I  presume  the  right  to  an  action  was  never  ques- 
tioned." "The  objection  that  the  articles  of  agreement 
between  plaintiff  and  defendants  constituted  a  partnership, 
in  consequence  of  which  the  plaintiff's  remedy  lies  in  a  court 
of  equity  only,  is  thus  answered  by  Collyer,  Partnership,  132 
[Perkins'  ed.  §  245] :  ^  One  partner  may  maintain  an  action 
of  covenant  against  his  copartner,  whether  the  covenant  be 
to  pay  any  sum  or  do  any  act  for  the  purpose  of  only  launch- 
ing the  partnership,  or  whether  it  be  to  perform  any  of  the 
articles  after  the  partnership  has  commenced.  An  action 
of  covenant  will  lie,  although  there  may  be  accounts  be- 
tween the  parties  which  require  unraveling  in  equity.' " 
Bates  on  Partnership  lays  down  a  similar  rule  at  §  876. 
George  v.  JSTarris,  4  N.  H.  633 ;  PiUsbury  v.  PUUimry^  20 
K  H.  90;  CoOamer  v.  Foster ^  26  Vt.  Y64;  WiUiama  v.  Ben- 
shaw,  11  Pick.  Y9;  Sprout  v.  Orowlej/y  30  Wis.  187;  Zathrop 
V.  Jfnajppy  27  Wis.  214.  This  latter  case  was  one  in  which 
the  facts  were  quite  parallel  with  the  case  at  bar,  and  is  di- 
rectly in  point  on  the  question  of  compelling  the  defendant 
to  contribute  as  he  agreed  to.  The  case  of  MoMa/um  v. 
Jla/uhry  47  N.  Y.  67,  so  much  relied  upon  by  defendant,  is 
really  a  world  wide  from  the  case  under  consideration.  The 
facts  which  distinguish  it  from  this  case  will  become  ap- 
parent from  a  mere  inspection  of  the  case,  and  it  is  not  nec- 
essary to  mention  them  here. 

The  other  objections  urged  to  the  complaint  are  purely 
technical,  and  cannot  be  reached  by  demurrer.  If  the  de- 
fendant desires  further  information  as  to  the  times  when  the 
instalments  become  due  on  the  land  contracts  held  by  the 
trustee,  he  can  secure  it  by  motion. 

By  the  Cowrt. —  The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  reversed, 
and  the  case  is  remanded  for  further  proceedings  according 
to  law. 
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Stark  and  others  va  Conde. 


Stabe,  Execator,  and  others,  Appellants,  vs.  Coitdb,  Kespond- 

ent 

S^tember  £3—  October  11, 1898. 

WUIb:  Testamentary  trusts:  Determination  of  legatees  fitness  to  take 
bequest:  Condition  precedent:  Impossibility  of  performance:  Fail' 
ure  of  bequest 

1.  A  testator  bequeathed  a  sum  of  money  to  his  executor,  as  trustee,  for 

the  use  and  benefit  of  a  nephew,  C,  upon  the  limitation  and  condi- 
tion that  it  should  be  kept  invested  until  CL  reached  the  age  of 
thirty  years,  at  which  time  if  said  trustee  deemed  C.  competent  to 
care  for  and  make  proper  use  of  said  sum  he  was  to  pay  it  over  to 
him;  but  if  for  any  reason  said  trustee  should  then  be  of  opinion 
that  G.  would  not  prudently  and  properly  use  and  manage  said 
sum,  and  that  it  could  not  safely  be  intrusted  to  him,  he  was  not  to 
be  entitled  thereto,  and  the  money  was  bequeathed  to  the  surviving 
children  of  a  brother  and  sister.  The  testator  did  not  die  imtil 
eleven  months  after  C.  became  thirty  years  of  age.  Held,  that  the 
trustee  had  no  right  to  determine  C's  fitness  or  unfitness  to  take 
the  bequest.  Cassoday,  C.  J.,  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  trustee  had 
such  right. 

2.  In  such  case,  a  determination  by  the  trustee  upon  the  question  of 

C.*s  fitness  to  manage  and  care  for  the  money  thus  bequeathed  to 
him  when  the  latter  became  thirty  years  of  age  was  a  condition 
precedent  to  the  vesting  of  the  legacy;  and,  performance  having 
become  impossible  by  reason  of  the  expiration  of  the  time  limited 
prior  to  the  death  of  the  testator,  the  bequest  failed,  and  the  trust 
fund  passed  to  the  residuary  legatee  under  a  residuary  clause  in 
the  will 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circnit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county:  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.    Heversed, 

The  facts  are  stated  in  the  opinion. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  -?wA,  Cart/y  Upham 
dk  Black  and  Sta/rh  <&  Sicmsen,  and  oral  argument  by  Jolm 
T.  Fish.  They  argued,  among  other  things,  that  the  legacy 
in  question  was  given  to  and  vested  in  the  executor,  as 
trustee,  and  did  not  vest  in  interest  in  Conde  upon  the  death 
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of  the  testator.  The  gift  was  subject  to  the  precedent  con- 
dition  that  the  trustee  dionld  be  of  opinion  and  should  de- 
termine, in  the  exercise  of  his  best  judgment,  that  Cande 
was  competent,  upon  reaching  the  age  of  thirty  years, "  there- 
after to  care  for,  manage,  and  use  the  sum  in  question  pru- 
dently  and  properly."  Finlay  v.  King^s  Zessee^  8  Pet.  346, 
374;  2  Williams,  Ex'rs  (7th  Am.  ed.),  514,-515, 520, 521, 527- 
630;  1  Roper,  Legacies,  565,  567;  Lowndes,  Legacies,  167; 
Sanson  v.  Orahmrh^  6  Ves.  244;  AUdria  v.  HioGookSy  1  Atk. 
500;  Atkinson  v.  Turner ^  2  id.  41 ;  Elton  v.  EUon^  8  id.  504; 
Scott  V.  West,  63  Wis.  566;  Webster  v.  Morris^  66  id.  366, 383; 
Baker  v.  Estate  of  McLeod,  79  id.  534,  541;  McCa/rt/ney  v. 
Oabum,  118111. 403;  Erngmanv,  Hamum,  131  id.  171;  Ever- 
itt  V,  Everitt,  29  N.  T.  74;  MoOiUis  v.  McGtUis,  164  id.  532, 
540;  Dujpre  v,  Thompson,  8  Barb.  537;  Va/nderpoel  v.  ZoeWj 
112  N.  Y.  167, 181.  The  conditions  in  the  bequest  and  the 
intervention  of  the  trustee  conclusively  show  that  no  gift 
was  intended,  in  any  sense,  until  the  time  appointed  and  the 
decision  of  the  trustee,  both  of  which  were  required  to  pre- 
cede the  vesting  of  any  right  or  interest  in  the  bequest  on 
the  part  of  Co7ide.  Wa/mer  v.  Dura/nt,  76  N.  T.  133, 136; 
Delafidd  v.  Shiprrum,  103  id.  463;  8oqfidd  v,  OlcoU,  120  HI. 
372,  373;  Rushmorev.  Rushmore,  12  N.  T.  Supp.  776;  Bums 
V.  Clark,  37  Barb.  496;  West  v.  Moore,  37  Miss.  114;  Reuf 
V.  Colerrum,  30  W.  Va.  171;  Ja/f*boe  v.  Hey,  122  Mo.  841. 
See,  also,  cases  of  condition  precedent  cited  in  notes  to  2 
Williams,  Ex'rs,  558.  The  respondent  can  establish  no  claim 
to  the  legacy  except  through  the  action  of  the  executor,  as 
the  gift  was  expressly  made  contingent  upon  such  action. 
He  has  acted,  and  his  decision  adverse  to  Conde  is  valid  and 
binding,  and  the  legacy  is  due  and  should  be  paid  to  the 
nephews  and  nieces  of  the  testator,  to  wit,  the  surviving 
children  of  Joshua  Stark  and  Sarah  Jane  Smith. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  J,  W.  Werner  and 
Timlin  <&  Olicksnum,  and  oral  argument  by  W.  H.  Timlin  and 
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Mr.  Wegrher.  They  contended,  inter  aUa^  that  Conde  took  a 
vested  interest.  The  determination  by  the  executor  is,  as  to 
him,  a  condition  subsequent;  as  to  the  bequest  to  the  children 
of  Joshua  Stark  and  Sarah  Jane  Smith,  a  condition  prece- 
dent. Chaplin,  Suspension  of  Power  of  Alienation,  §  56; 
Baker  v.  Estate  of  McLeodj  79  Wis.  5S4 ;  Chaplin,  Express 
Trusts  <fe  Powers,  495,  496 ;  Webster  v.  Morris^  66  Wis.  366 ; 
BumMm  v.  Bwmham^  79  id.  567;  Steams  v.  Godfrey ^  16  Me. 
160,  and  cases  cited;  Brown,  v.  Evans,  34  Barb.  594;  Ma/rtin 
V.  BaUou,  13  id.  119, 136;  Taylor  v.  Wmdel,  4  Bradf.  324; 
Boies  V.  WUcoXj  40  Barb.  286 ;  1  Koper,  liCgacies,  619 ;  Sco- 
field  V.  Olcott,  120  111.  862,  and  cases  cited ;  Ilawhins  v.  Boh- 
Imff,  168  id.  214.  Conde  having  reached  thirty  in  the  lifetime 
of  the  testator,  and  the  latter  having  made  no  change  in  his 
will  and  in  no  way  declared  Conde  unworthy,  it  must  be  pre- 
sumed that  his  conduct  had  the  approval  of  the  testator,  and 
the  conditions  and  limitations  upon  the  devise  to  him  were 
gone.  PameU  v.  Lyon,  1  Ves.  &  B.  479;  Smith  v.  Cowdery, 
2  Sim.  &  8.  358;  Parker  v.  Packer,  123  Mass.  584;  Wheeler  v. 
Warner,  1  Sim.  &  S.  304;  Eoss  v.  Hoss,  140  Ind.  551;  Morse  v. 
Hay  den,  82  Me.  227 ;  Nunnery  v.  Carter,  5  Jones  Eq.  (N.  C), 
370. 

Cassodat,  0.  J.  It  appears  from  the  record  that  the  tes- 
tator, Edwards  J.  Stark,  of  Milwaukee,  died  February  4, 1897, 
leaving  a  will  made  and  dated  December  17, 1889,  which 
was  proved  and  admitted  to  probate  March  2, 1897,  and  let- 
ters testamentary  were  thereupon  issued  to  the  plaintiff 
Charles  G.  Stark.  The  fifth  clause  of  the  will  is  as  follows, 
to  wit :  "  I  give  and  bequeath  to  my  brother  Charles  G. 
Stark,  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin,  as  trustee,  the 
sum  of  ten  thousand  ($10,000)  dollars,  in  trust  for  the  use 
and  benefit  of  my  nephew  Ch^irles  Edwa/rd  Conde,  of  the 
said  city  of  Milwaukee,  but  upon  the  following  limitations 
and  conditions,  to  wit :  Said  sum  shall  be  invested  by  said 


636  SUPKEME  OOUKT  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

Stark  and  others  y&  Ck>iidei 

trustee  as  soon  after  the  same  shall  come  to  his  hands  as 
may  be,  and  shall  be  kept  invested  by  him  until  my  said 
nephew  attains  the  age  of  thirty  years ;  and  if  at  that  time 
said  trustee  deems  my  said  nephew  competent  to  care  for 
and  make  prudent  and  proper  use  of  the  said  sum  of  ten 
thousand  ($10,000)  dollars,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that  it  is 
safe  and  advisable  to  do  so,  he  shall  then  pay  over  to  my  said 
nephew,  Chwdea  EdAJoa/rd  Conde^  said  sum  of  ten  thousand 
($10,000)  dollars,  with  interest  thereon  at  the  rate  of  five 
per  cent,  per  annum  from  the  time  he  first  invest-s  said  sum 
until  the  day  of  payment  thereof;  but  if,  in  consequence  of 
the  business  habits  or  personal  conduct  of  said  Charles  Ed- 
ward Condey  or  for  any  other  reason,  said  trustee,  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  his  best  judgment,  shall  be  of  the  opinion  that  my 
said  nephew,  when  he  reaches  the  age  of  thirty  years,  will 
not  thereafter  prudently  and  properly  manage  and  use  the 
said  principal  sum,  and  that  the  same  cannot  be  safely  in- 
trusted to  him,  then  said  Charles  Edwa/rd  Conde  shall  not  be 
entitled  to,  and  is  not  to  receive,  the  aforesaid  sum  of  ten 
thousand  ($10,000)  dollars  and  interest,  or  any  part  thereof; 
and  in  that  event  I  give  and  bequeath  said  principal  sum, 
with  the  aforesaid  interest  thereon,  to  the  then  surviving 
children  of  my  brother  Joshua  Stark,  and  of  my  sister  Sarah 
Jane  Smith,  share  and  share  alike,  the  said  principal  sum 
and  interest  to  be  then  immediately  paid  to  such  surviving 
children  of  my  said  brother  and  sister  last  named." 

The  executor  proceeded  to  administer  the  estate  in  accord- 
ance with  the  will.  On  October  2, 1897,  he  filed  with  the 
county  court  his  petition  giving  an  account  of  his  adminis- 
tration, and  praying,  among  other  things,  for  a  construction 
of  the  fifth  paragraph  of  the  will  quoted.  Upon  due  notice 
given  and  hearing  had,  the  county  court,  May  4, 1898,  ad- 
judged and  decreed  that  the  executor  of  the  will  should  pay 
the  sum  of  $10,000,  with  interest,  if  any,  mentioned  in  the 
fifth  item  or  paragraph  of  the  will,  to  Pramk  G.  Stark,  Kate 
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A.  Inbibschy  Alice  Smith j  Mary  Spencer y  Carrie  Smithy  and 
William  Starh  Smithy  children  of  Joshua  Stark  and  Sarah 
Jane  Smith,  respectively.  From  that  judgment  Charles  Ed- 
ward  Conde  appealed  to  the  circuit  court. 

Upon  the  hearing  of  such  appeal  it  was  found  by  the  cir- 
cuit court,  as  matters  of  fact,  in  effect,  that  Edwards  J.  Stark 
died  testate  February  4, 1897;  that  his  last  will  and  testa- 
ment was  duly  admitted  to  probate  March  2,  1897;  that 
Charles  G.  Starky  the  executor  named  therein,  was  duly  ap- 
pointed and  qualified  as  such  executor,  and  has  since  been 
acting  as  such;  that  such  executor  has  in  his  hands,  ready 
for  distribution,  money  sufficient  to  pay,  satisfy,  and  dis- 
charge all  the  legacies  in  the  will  provided  for;  that  Edwards 
J.  Stark  was  a  bachelor,  and  at  the  time  of  his  death  left  him 
surviving,  as  his  only  heirs  at  law,  three  brothers  and  two 
sisters,  and  the  said  Cliarles  Edward  Condcy  the  latter  being 
the  only  child  of  a  deceased  sister  of  the  testator;  that  the 
names  of  the  brothers  of  the  testator  surviving  him  are 
Joshua  Stark,  Charles  O.  StarTcy  and  Theodore  F.  Stark,  and 
the  names  of  his  sisters  are  Maria  H.  Stark  and  Sarah  Jane 
Smith;  that  the  will  contained,  among  other  provisions  re- 
lating to  other  legacies  or  bequests,  the  fifth  paragraph, 
quoted;  that  Cha/rles  Edwa/rd  Conde  was  born  March  3, 1866 ; 
that  his  mother  was  a  sister  of  the  testator,  and  died  in  1877; 
that  Charles  Edward  Conde  arrived  at  thirty  years  of  age 
March  3,  1896;  that  the  testator  did  not  die  until  about 
eleven  months  afterwards;  that  the  children  of  Joshua  Stark 
surviving  at  the  date  of  the  testator's  death  were  Frank  G. 
Starh  and  Kate  A.  Inlmsch^  and  that  the  children  of  Sarah 
Jane  Smith  surviving  at  the  same  date  were  Alice  Smithy 
Mary  Spencer^  Carrie  Smith,  and  William  Starh  Smith,  all  of 
whom  are  still  living  and  of  the  age  of  twenty-one  years 
and  upward. 

As  conclusions  of  law  the  court  found,  in  effect,  that,  under 
the  terms  of  the  will  quoted,  the  legacy  of  $10,000  vested  in 


688  SUPEEME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.         [100 

Stark  and  others  tb.  Ckuade. 

interest  in  ChaHss  Ednjoard  Cande  at  the  date  of  the  testa- 
tor's death ;  that  the  limitations  and  conditions  ooncerning 
the  same,  contained  in  the  will,  are  in  the  nature  of  condi- 
tions subsequent,  and  impossible  of  performance  as  specified 
in  the  will ;  that,  the  testator  having  lived  imtil  after  Charles 
Ed/ward  Conde  reached  the  age  of  thirty  years,  the  exec- 
utor had  no  right  or  power  to  determine  that  he  would  not 
prudently  or  properly  manage  and  use  the  legacy,  or  that 
the  same  could  not  be  safely  intrusted  to  him,  or  that  he 
could  not  have  it  for  any  other  reason;  that  the  time  within 
which  such  determination  should  have  been  made  had  ex- 
pired prior  to  the  death  of  the  testator;  that  the  legacy  hav- 
ing vested  in  interest  in  ChaHea  Edwa/rd  Conde^  nothing 
could,  under  the  will  and  the  attending  circumstances,  occur 
subsequently  to  divest  it ;  that  the  proper  construction  of  the 
will  required  the  executor  to  pay  over  to  Charles  Edward 
Conde  the  legacy  of  $10,000,  upon  demand  by  him;  that 
Charles  Edwa/rd  Conde  is  entitled  to  his  costs  and  disburse- 
ments, to  be  paid  out  of  the  estate. 

From  the  judgment  entered  thereon  accordingly  the  plaint- 
iffs bring  this  appeal. 

Of  course,  the  will  did  not  become  effectual  until  the  tes- 
tator died  and  the  same  had  been  admitted  to  probate.  Scoit 
V.  Westy  63  Wis.  655.  Thei)equest  is,  in  effect,  to  the  executor, 
as  trustee,  in  trust  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  Conde  upon  the 
conditions  and  limitations  that  he  (the  trustee)  would  keep 
the  sum  mentioned  invested  until  Conde  should  attain  the 
age  of  thirty  years ;  and  that  "  if  at  that  time  said  trustee  " 
should  deem  Conde  "  competent  to  care  for  and  make  prudent 
and  proper  use  of  the  said  sum,"  and  should  be  of  the  opinion 
that  it  would  be  safe  and  advisable  to  do  so,  "  then  "  he  was 
thereby  required  to  pay  it  over  to  Conde;  but  if,  in  conse- 
quence of  Conde^s  business  habits  or  personal  conduct,  or  for 
any  other  reason,  said  trustee,  in  the  exercise  of  his  best 
judgment,  should  at  that  time  be  of  the  opinion  that  Conde 
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would  not  thereafter  prudently  and  properly  manage  and 
use  such  bequest,  and  that  the  same  could  not  safely  be  in- 
trusted to  him,  then  he  was  not  to  give  it  to  him,  but  the 
same  was  thereby  bequeathed  to  the  other  persons  therein 
named.  It  appears  that  December  1, 1895,  fourteen  months 
prior  to  the  testator's  death,  Conde  was  discharged  from  the 
service  of  Stark  Bros.  Co.,  in  which  he  had  been  employed  for 
several  years,  on  account  of  repeated  acts  of  dissipation  and 
other  irregularities  of  conduct  which  unfitted  him  for  busi- 
ness ;  and  that  in  consequence  of  his  business  habits  and  per- 
sonal conduct  the  executor  did  not,  on  the  day  and  year  last 
mentioned,  nor  at  any  time  subsequently,  deem  him  com- 
petent to  care  for  or  make  prudent  or  proper  use  of  the  be- 
quest mentioned,  nor  was  the  executor  at  any  time  of  the 
opinion  that  it  would  be  safe  or  advisable  to  intrust  Conde 
with  such  bequest.  The  manifest  purpose  of  the  testator 
was  to  "  give  and  bequeath  "  the  sum  mentioned  to  his  ex- 
ecutor, as  trustee,  and  to  be  held  by  him  in  trust,  and  not 
paid  over  to  anybody,  until  Conde  should  become  thirty 
years  of  age;  and  that  ^^if  at  that  time  said  trustee  "  should, 
in  the  exercise  of  his  best  judgment,  be  of  the  opinion  that 
Cond^a  business  habits  and  personal  conduct  answered  the 
requirements  prescribed,  then  that  he  should  pay  the  be- 
quest over  to  him ;  otherwise,  to  the  other  persons  named. 
Whether  the  bequest  was  to  be  paid  over  by  the  trustee  to 
Conde  or  the  other  persons  named  was,  by  the  terms  of  the 
mil,  made  to  depend  entirely  upon  whether,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  trustee,  Cond^e  business  habits  and  personal  conduct 
satisfied  the  requirements  prescribed.  Conde  was  nearly 
twenty-four  years  of  age  when  the  will  was  executed.  For 
some  reason  the  testator  concluded  not  to  give  the  bequest 
to  him,  but  in  trust,  as  indicated.  He  gave  him  more  than 
six  years  in  which  to  demonstrate  his  fitness  or  unfitness  for 
the  gift.  He  manifestly  never  intended  that  Conde  should 
enjoy  the  bequest  if  he  did  not,  within  the  time  prescribed^ 
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give  satisfactory  evidence  of  such  fitness.  By  the  terms  of 
the  will  Conde  was  only  to  receive  such  bequest  on  the  con- 
dition of  his  fitness  so  first  ascertained.  Such  fitness  so  as- 
certained was  a  condition  precedent  to  his  receiving  the 
bequest. 

The  case  comes  within  well-recognized  rules  of  law.  Thus, 
it  is  said  by  an  old  and  learned  author  that :  "  A  fifth  in- 
stance of  exception  must  be  made  out  of  the  positiye  rule 
applicable  to  the  vesting  of  legacies,  where  the  gift  of  the 
legacy  and  the  time  of  payment  are  in  terms  distinct,  when 
the  period  for  payment  is  contingent,  as  upon  the  marriage 
or  the  taking  of  holy  orders  of  the  legatee;  for  in  neither  of 
those  instances  will  the  legacy  vest  before  the  happening  of 
the  contingency,  as  we  have  seen  it  would  have  done  had  the 
time  of  payment  been  certain.  The  distinction  is  founded 
upon  the  following  reasoning:  It  must  be  inferred  that  where 
the  time  is  certain,  as  when  the  legatee  attains  the  age  of 
twenty-on%  the  testator  merely  postponed  the  payment  of 
the  legacy  in  consideration  of  the  legatee's  unfitness  to  man- 
age his  affairs  prior  to  that  period;  but,  when  the  event  an- 
nexed to  the  payment  may  or  may  not  happen,  it  is  to  be 
presumed  that  the  expectation  of  its  taking  place  was  the 
sole  motive,  and  therefore  of  the  essence  of  the  bequest." 
1  Roper,  Legacies,  562,  563.  For  illustrations  of  the  rule, 
see  Id.  566-672.  Following  text  writers,  this  court  has  de- 
clared that:  "  Legacies  payable  at  a  future  time  certain  to 
arrive,  and  not  subject  to  a  condition  precedent,  are  vested. 
.  .  .  On  the  other  hand,  legacies  only  payable  on  an 
event  which  may  never  happen,  and  hence  subject  to  a  con- 
dition precedent,  are  contingent."  ScoU  v.  West^  63  Wis.  666. 
Thus  it  is  said  by  another  text  writer  that:  '^  When  a  future 
time  for  the  payment  of  the  legacy  is  defined  by  the  will, 
the  legacy  will  be  vested  or  contingent,  according  as,  upon 
construing  the  will,  it  appears  whether  the  testator  meant 
to  annex  the  time  to  the  payment  of  the  legacy,  or  to  the 


Wis.]  august  TEEM,  1898.  641 

Stark  and  others  v&  Conde^ 

gift  of  it.'*  2  Williams,  Ex'rs  (7th  Am.  ed.),  top  pages  514, 
615.  In  Everitt  v.  Everiity  29  N.  Y.  75,  Denio,  0.  J.,  states 
the  rule  thus:  "The  leading  inquiry  upon  which  the  ques- 
tion of  vesting  or  not  vesting  turns  is  whether  the  gift  is 
immediate,  and  the  time  of  payment  or  of  enjoyment  only 
postponed,  or  is  future  and  contingent,  depending  upon  the 
beneficiary  arriving  of  age  or  surviving  some  other  person, 
or  the  like.  If  futurity  is  annexed  to  the  substance  of  the 
gift,  the  vesting  is  suspended ;  but,  if  it  appear  to  relate  to 
the  time  of  payment  only,  the  legacy  vests  instanter."  See 
McGUlia  V.  MoOiUisj  154  N.  T.  632,  540;  Bums  v.  Clarkj 
37  Barb.  496;  West  v.  Moore,  37  Miss.  114;  Heuf  v.  CoU- 
ma/riy  30  W.  Va.  171 ;  Jarhoe  v.  Bey,  122  Mo.  341.  See  2  Jar- 
man,  Wills  (6th  ed.),  top  pp.  1-6,  *841-*844;  Perry,  Trusts, 
§  508.  Some  of  these  cases  are  quite  similar  to  the  case  at 
bar.  Of  course,  all  of  such  rules  are  subservient  to  the  in- 
tention of  the  testator  as  expressed  in  his  will. 

As  already  indicated,  in  the  case  at  bar  the  manifest  in- 
tention of  the  testator  was  that  Conde  should  not  receive 
the  bequest  except  on  condition  of  his  fitness,  to  be  so  de- 
termined by  his  executor.  The  gift  to  him  was  contingent 
upon  the  judgment  and  opinion  of  the  executor  as  to  his 
character  and  competency.  By  the  terms  of  the  will  the 
€xecutor  was  required  to  exercise  such  judgment  and  ex- 
press such  opinion  when  Conde  attained  the  age  of  thirty 
years;  and,  if  at  that  time  Conde' s  business  habits  and  per- 
sonal conduct  were  satisfactory  to  the  executor,  then  he  was 
required  at  once  to  pay  over  the  bequest  to  Conde.  As  in- 
dicated, when  Conde  reached  that  age  the  testator  was  still 
living,  and,  of  course,  there  was  no  executor,  much  less  one 
having  power  to  so  determine.  Nor  was  there  any  executor 
Hntil  more  than  eleven  months  afterwards.  By  reason  of 
that  fact,  the  court  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  circuit  court 
was  right  in  holding,  in  effect,  that  the  executor  had  no 

right  or  power  to  determine  whether  Conde^a  business  habits 
Vol.  100  —  41 
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or  personal  conduct  answered  the  requirements  of  the  will^ 
for  the  reason  that  the  time  limited  by  the  will  for  making- 
such  determination  had  expired  prior  to  the  death  of  the 
testator;  and  hence  the  condition  was  impossible  of  per- 
formance as  required  by  the  will.  This  ruling  brings  the 
case  within  the  well-established  rules  "  that  where  a  condi- 
tion jprecedent  annexed  to  a  devise  of  real  estate  or  of  a 
charge  on  realty  becomes  impossible  to  be  performed,  even 
though  there  be  no  default  or  laches  on  the  part  of  the 
devisee  himself,  the  devise  fails."  2  Jarman,  Wills,  *84:9. 
"  Where  the  performance  of  the  condition  is  the  sole  motive 
of  the  bequest,  or  its  impossibility  was  unknown  to  the  tes- 
tator, or  the  condition  which  was  possible  in  its  creation  has 
since  become  impossible  by  the  act  of  God,  or  where  it  ia 
illegal  as  involving  malum  in  *?,  in  these  cases  the  civil 
agrees  with  the  common  law  in  holding  both  gift  and  con- 
dition void."  Id.  *853.  "  A  condition  precedent,  impossible 
either  in  its  creation  or  under  the  existing  circumstances,  or 
illegal,  carries  down  in  its  defeat  the  gift  whose  vesting  de- 
pended upon  it,  though  the  donee  himself  be  blameless;  and 
strict  construction  here  avails  little  if  it  cannot  pronounce 
that  the  will  in  reality  imposed  no  distinct  condition  prece- 
dent at  all."  Schouler,  Wills,  §  599.  See,  also,  B(yyc^  v. 
Boyce^  16  Sim.  4Y6;  Dams  v,  Angela  4  De  Gex,  F.  &  J.  524; 
8.  a  31  Beav.  223;  We^t  v.  Moore,  37  Miss.  114.  In  Burria 
V.  Clark,  37  Barb.  496,  the  condition  was  held  impossible  by 
reason  of  the  insanity  of  the  testator's  wife,  and  so  the  be- 
quest was  disposed  of  under  the  ay  pres  doctrine  in  force  in 
that  state,  but  not  in  force  in  this  state.  In  this  state  it  has 
been  held  that :  "  A  bequest  to  the  Wisconsin  Female  Col- 
lege, '  provided  that  the  trustees  have  changed  the  name, 
before  my  decease,  to  Downer  College,'  does  not  take  effect 
imless  there  was  a  complete  legal  change  in  the  corporate 
name  before  the  death  of  the  testatrix.  And  it  is  immate- 
rial that  the  trustees  w^ere  not  informed  that  a  legacy  would 
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be  given  the  college  on  such  a  condition."  Merrill  v.  Wis. 
Fevnale  College^  74  Wis.  415.  In  Btt/mJiam  v.  Bv/mKam^  79 
Wis.  566,  567,  relied  upon  by  counsel  for  Conde^  it  was  held 
that  the  estate  vested  upon  condition  subsequent  which  was 
rendered  impossible  of  performance  by  reason  of  the  death 
of  the  legatee  before  the  expiration  of  the  time  given  him 
for  performance ;  and  it  was  said  that  "  the  rule  of  law  is 
well  settled,  and  in  fact  elementary,  that  ^  if  a  condition  sub- 
sequent be  possible  at  the  time  of  making  it,  and  becomes 
afterwards  impossible  to  be  complied  with,  either  by  the  act 
of  God  or  of  the  law  or  of  the  grantor,  or  if  it  be  impossible 
at  the  time  of  making  it,  or  against  law, —  the  estate  of  the 
grantee,  being  once  vested,  is  not  thereby  divested,  but  be- 
comes absolute.' "  The  counterpart  of  the  proposition  seems 
to  be  equally  true  when  applied  to  a  condition  precedent. 
The  result  is  that  the  bequest  in  the  case  at  bar  fails  by  rea- 
son of  the  nonperformance  of  the  condition,  and  hence 
passes  to  the  residuary  legatee,  under  the  residuary  clause 
of  the  win 

Ky  own  judgment  is  that  the  executor  had,  under  the 
will,  the  power  and  right  to  determine  the  competency  or 
incompetency  of  Conde^  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  purpose 
of  the  testator  as  expressed  in  the  portion  of  the  will  quoted, 
notwithstanding  the  testator  did  not  die  until  nearly  a  year 
after  Conde  became  thirty  years  of  age.  No  authority  has 
been  cited  by  counsel  to  that  effect,  however,  and,  with  the 
limited  time  at  my  command,  I  have  found  none. 

The  costs  and  disbursements  of  all  parties  in  this  court 
and  in  the  circuit  court  are  payable  out  of  the  estate.  The 
county  court  will  make  such  allowance  to  the  respective 
parties  out  of  the  'estate  for  counsel  fees  as,  in  the  exercise 
of  a  sound  discretion,  may  be  just. 

By  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  for  further  proceedings 
according  to  law. 
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O.  L.  Packaed  Machinbbt  CoMPAinr,  Eespondent,  vs.  Laev, 

Garnishee,  Appellant 

S^tember  23 — October  11, 1893. 

(1)  Pleading:  Designation  of  party  by  two  names,    (2,  3)  Oamishment: 
Proof  offudgment  in  main  action:  Corporate  stock, 

1.  A  defendant  known  indiscriminately  by  either  of  two  names  may 

properly  be  designated  by  both  in  the  title  of  the  action,  if  they 
are  used  in  such  a  manner  as  to  indicate  clearly  that  but  one  per- 
son is  sued 

2.  On  the  trial  of  a  garnishment  action  which  was  conmienced  before 

judgment  in  the  main  action,  the  judgment  roll  in  the  main  action 
should  be  introduced  in  evidence. 
8.  Corporate  stock  cannot  be  reached  by  garnishing  the  person  in  pos- 
session of  the  certificates,  but  the  mode  of  procedure  prescribed  by 
sees.  2738,  2989.  2990,  R  a  1878,  should  be  followed. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county:  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed, 

This  is  a  garnishment  proceeding.  The  plaintiff  sued  N.  H. 
Anderson,  alids  Hans  Anderson,  on  an  open  account,  and 
at  the  time  of  the  issuance  of  the  summons  garnished  Laev, 
Laev  answered,  denying  liability  either  to  N.  H.  Anderson 
or  to  Hans  Anderson,  but  alleged  that  he  had  in  his  posses- 
sion fifty  shares  of  stock  in  the  Laev  Lumber  Company,  a 
corporation,  which  belonged  to  Hans  Anderson.  This  stock, 
by  order  of  the  court,  was  deposited  with  the  clerk  of  the 
court  pending  the  action.  Trial  of  the  garnishee  action  was 
had  before  the  court,  and  at  the  opening  thereof  the  gar- 
nishee moved  to  dismiss  because  no  judgment  against  the 
defendant  had  been  rendered  in  the  original  action  and  no 
service  of  summons  had  been  made  on  the  defendant  in  the 
original  action.  The  record  in  the  original  action  was  not 
introduced  in  evidence.  At  the  close  of  the  trial  the  gar- 
nishee renewed  his  motion  to  dismiss  because  no  judgment 
against  Hans  Anderson  in  the  main  action  had  been  shown. 
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This  motion  was  overruled,  and  the  court  made  findings  to 
the  effect  that  judgment  had  been  rendered  and  docketed 
in  the  main  action  for  $654.75  against  the  defendant,  Octo- 
ber 8, 1895,  which  date  was  prior  to  the  trial  of  the  garnishee 
action;  that,  when  the  defendant  in  the  main  action  con- 
tracted the  debt  sued  upon  therein,  he  was  known  under  the 
names  both  of  N".  H.  Anderson  and  of  Hans  Anderson,  and 
contracted  the  debt  under  the  name  of  N.  H.  Anderson,  al- 
though his  proper  name  in  fact  was  Hans  Anderson;  and 
that  the  property  disclosed  by  the  garnishee  to  be  in  his 
possession  belonged  to  the  said  Hans  Anderson, — and  con- 
cluded that  the  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  judgment  that  the 
certificates  of  stock  aforesaid  be  sold  by  the  sheriff  and  that 
the  plaintiff  be  paid  the  amount  of  his  judgment  out  of  the 
proceeds  thereof.  Exceptions  were  taken  to  all  these  find- 
ings, and  from  judgment  in  accordance  with  the  findings 
the  garnishee  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Timlin  <&  Glichs- 
man  and  G.  W.  Briggs^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Bri^ggs. 

WiUiam  W.  Wighty  for  the  respondent 

WiNSLow,  J.  Three  claims  are  made  by  the  appellant 
which  it  is  necessary  to  discuss,  viz. :  (1)  That  the  title  of 
the  main  action  does  not  disclose  who  the  real  defendant  is; 
(2)  that  the  judgment  in  the  main  action  should  have  been 
introduced  in  evidence;  and  (3)  that  corporate  stock  cannot 
be  reached  by  garnishment  of  the  person  in  possession  of  the 
certificates. 

1.  The  main  defendant  was  sued  by  the  name  of  "  N.  H. 
Anderson  oHids  Hans  Anderson."  The  word  "  alids^^^  as  here 
used,  is  simply  an  abbreviated  form  of  the  words  "  alias  die- 
tu8j^  meaning  "  other^vise  called ; "  and  where  a  person  is 
known  by  two  different  names  it  seems  a  very  proper  way 
to  designate  him  in  legal  proceedings,  in  order  to  avoid  the 
danger  of  a  misnomer  or  variance.  Anderson,  Law  Diet.  tit. 
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"Alias."  It  WB«  shown  by  the  proof  in  this  case  that  Ander- 
son, the  main  defendant,  used  the  name  of  N.  H.  Anderson 
as  his  own  in  contracting  the  debt  sued  on,  while  he  was 
generally  known  among  his  associates  as  Hans  Anderson. 
Apparently  he  was  known  indiscriminately  either  as  N.  H, 
or  Ilans.  He  had  contracted  the  debt  as  1^.  H.,  but  he  held 
property  as  Hans,  and  as  a  measure  of  safety  the  plaintiff 
used  both  names  in  suing,  in  such  manner  as  to  indicate 
clearly  that  it  was  but  one  person  who  was  sued.  This  was 
certainly  a  proper  course.  Kennedy  v.  People^  39  N.  T.  245. 
2.  The  garnishment  proceedings  were  not  in  aid  of  execu- 
tion,  but  were  commenced  at  the  time  of  the  issuance  of  the 
summons  in  the  main  action.  The  statute  (R.  S.  1878,  sec. 
276G)  provides  that,  when  the  garnishment  is  not  in  aid  of 
an  execution,  there  shall  be  no  trial  of  the  garnishment  ac- 
tion until  the  plaintiff  shall  have  obtained  judgment  in  the 
principal  action.  This  court  has  held  that,  where  the  gar- 
nishment is  in  aid  of  execution,  the  trial  court  will  take  ju- 
dicial notice  of  the  judgment  in  the  original  action  rendered 
in  the  same  court,  because  such  ^garnishment  is  substantially 
a  continuance  of  the  main  action.  Especially  will  this  rule 
apply  when  the  point  is  not  raised  in  the  trial  court.  Mace 
V.  Roberta^  97  Wis.  199.  The  reason  of  this  rule,  however, 
does  not  apply  to  a  garnishment  not  in  aid  of  execution;  at 
least  it  cannot  be  said  to  apply  with  anything  like  equal 
force.  When  a  garnishment  action  is  commenced  before 
judgment  in  the  original  action,  there  are  two  actions  pro- 
ceeding at  the  same  time  to  be  tried  separately,  and  the  stat- 
ute expressly  provides  that  the  garnishment  action  shall  not 
even  be  tried  until  judgment  is  had  in  the  original  action. 
Certainly,  the  best  and  most  orderly  way  to  put  the  court  in 
possession  of  this  essential  fact  is  by  introduction  of  the  rec- 
ord in  the  main  action,  and  such,  we  think,  has  been  the 
well-nigh  universal  practice.  It  might  well  be  that  the  rec- 
ord, when  introduced  and  inspected,  would  show  absolute 
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want  of  jurisdiction  to  render  any  judgment,  and  the  gar- 
nishee should  certainly  be  entitled  to  raise  such  an  objec- 
tion in  the  trial  court.  Possibly,  if  it  appeared  aflBrmatiTely 
from  the  bill  of  exceptions  that  the  record  was  present  at 
the  trial  and  used  without  objection,  it  would  be  considered 
as  in  evidence  without  formal  ofifer.  BuU  v.  Christen^an,  61 
Wis.  676.  But  such  facts  do  not  appear  in  the  case  before 
us ;  on  the  contrary,  the  objection  was  twice  made  that  no 
judgment  in  the  original  action  had  been  shown.  We  think 
the  better  rule  is  that,  in  a  case  of  garnishment  before  judg- 
ment, the  judgment  roll  in  the  main  action  should  be  intro- 
duced in  evidence  on  the  trial  of  the  garnishment  action,  and 
we  so  hold. 

3.  The  objection  that  corporate  stock  cannot  be  reached 
by  garnishing  the  person  in  possession  of  the  certificates 
seems  also  fatal  to  the  plaintiff's  case.  Garnishment  simply 
reaches  property,  moneys,  credits,  and  effects  of  the  defend- 
ant in  the  possession  or  control  of  the  garnishee,  and  debts 
due  or  to  become  due.  R.  S.  18Y8,  sec.  2Y68.  Corporate 
stock  is  property,  but  the  certificate  of  such  stock  is  not  the 
stock.  It  is  much  like  a  title  deed  or  a  bill  of  sale,  which  is 
not  the  property  itself,  but  simply  the  evidence  of  title  to 
property.  Our  statute  provides  a  plain  and  certain  way  by 
which  corporate  stock  may  be  attached  or  seized  upon  exe- 
cution and  sold.  R.  S.  1878,  sees.  2738,  2989,  2990.  The 
sheriff  is  required  to  leave  a  copy  of  the  writ  with  the  clerk, 
treasurer,  or  cashier  of  the  corporation,  and  obtain  from  him 
a  certificate  of  the  number  of  shares  of  the  corporate  stock 
owned  by  the  debtor,  and  may  thereafter  sell  such  shares, 
and  give  a  certificate  of  title  to  the  purchaser.  This  course 
was  open  to  the  plaintiff,  and  he  should  have  pursued  it.  In 
no  other  way  could  he  obtain  satisfaction  out  of  the  stock. 
Rood,  Garnishment,  §  108;  Mooav  v.  Walker^  46  Iowa,  164; 
Younhin  v.  Collier^  47  Fed.  Rep.  571. 

JBy  the  Court. —  Judgment  reversed,  and  action  remanded 
with  directions  to  dismiss  the  garnishment  proceedings. 
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The  Central  National  Bank  of  Milwaukee,  Respondent, 

vs.  Brand,  imp.,  Appellant. 

September  je^—  October  11, 1898, 

Appealable  order:  Opening  default:  Undertaking  to  pay  Judgment 

An  order,  made  before  the  entry  of  judgment,  permitting  a  defendant 
who  was  in  default  to  answer,  upon  condition  that  he  file  an  un- 
dertaking to  pay  any  judgment  that  might  be  recovered  against 
him  in  the  action,  is  not  appealable  under  sea  9069,  R.  S.  1878,  as 
amended  by  oh.  380,  Laws  of  1897. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwaukee 
county:  Geo.  E.  Sutherland,  Judge.    Appeal  dismissed. 

This  is  an  appeal  from  an  order  made  June  25, 1898,  in 
relation  to  the  terms  of  granting  the  defendant  leave  to  fQe 
an  answer  in  and  defend  the  case  of  Cerht/ral  NaiMmal  Bank 
V.  Brand,  impleaded,  etc.  "Was  the  order  appealable?  The 
action  was  to  recover  upon  a  note  made  by  Brand,  the 
appellant,  to  the  plaintiff,  for  $1,200,  dated  August  11, 1894, 
indorsed  by  the  defendant  Cairncross.  Brand,  having  failed 
to  answer  the  complaint  within  the  prescribed  time,  obtained 
an  order  to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  be  permitted  to 
file  and  serve  an  answer  in  the  action,  and  that  proceedings 
be  stayed  until  the  hearing  and  determination  of  the  motion. 
It  was  based  upon  an  affidavit  of  Brcmd  that  no  judgment 
had  been  entered  in  the  action,  and  that  no  answer  had  been 
served  therein.  Other  affidavits  were  read  at  the  hearing. 
The  court  made  an  order  that  the  motion  of  the  defendant 
be  granted  upon  condition  that  within  ten  days  after  the 
service  of  a  copy  of  the  order  upon  the  defendant  or  his  at- 
torney he  file  with  the  clerk  of  the  court  a  bond,  with  two 
sufficient  sureties,  in  the  penalty  of  $1,500,  conditioned  to 
pay  any  judgment  that  might  be  recovered  against  him  in 
the  action,  such  bond  to  be  first  duly  approved  by  the  judge 
of  the  court  as  to  form  and  sufficiency^  of  sureties,  and  that 
thereupon  the  answer  served  with  said  motion  papers  stand 
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as  the  answer  of  the  defendant  to  the  complaint,  and  that 
the  plaintiflf  have  twenty  days  after  the  expiration  of  tha 
ten  days  therein  limited  for  the  defendant  to  file  such  bond 
in  which  to  reply  or  demur  to  said  answer,  if  so  advised. 
The  defendant  BramA  appealed  from  that  part  of  the  order 
above  stated  fixing  the  condition  upon  which  leave  was 
granted  to  serve  and  file  such  answer,  etc.  The  court  re- 
quired the  defendant,  as  a  condition  of  granting  the  relief 
sought,  to  file  with  the  clerk  an  undertaking,  with  two  sure- 
ties, to  be  approved  by  the  court,  both  as  to  form  and  suffi- 
ciency of  sureties,  in  the  penalty  of  $1,500,  conditioned  to 
pay  any  judgment  that  might  be  recovered  in  the  cause, 
and  all  costs  and  damages  which  might  be  sustained  by  the 
plaintiff  by  reason  of  said  appeal,  and  that  upon  filing  such 
undertaking  and  the  perfecting  of  said  appeal  within  tho 
time  limited  all  proceedings  in  the  action  be  stayed  until  the 
hearing  and  determination  of  said  appeal. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the^  brief  of 
Samud  SosendaZe^  of  counsel,  and  for  the  respondent  on  that 
of  WinTder^  Flanders^  Smithy  JSottum  cfe  ViZas. 

PiKNKY,  J.  The  order  in  question  is  clearly  not  appeal- 
able. It  is  not  within  the  category  of  appealable  orders. 
K.  S.  1878,  sec.  3069,  as  amended  by  ch.  380,  Laws  of  189T 
[sec.  3069,  Stats.  1898].  Such  order  does  not,  in  effect,  de- 
termine the  action,  or  prevent  a  judgment  from  which  aa 
appeal  might  be  taken. 

By  the  Court, —  The  appeal  is  dismissed. 
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"Will  of  Scholl. 
September  £S—  October  11, 1898. 

WiU$:  Construction:  Who  are  included  in  term  "children:*'  Descend- 

ants:  Illegitimates, 

1  The  word  "children"  in  a  will  may  be  construed  to  include  grand- 
children, stepchildren,  illegitimate  children,  or  descendants,  how- 
ever remote,  where  there  are  no  immediate  children  to  whom  the 
term  can  apply,  or  where  it  is  manifest  from  other  words  in  the 
will  that  it  was  used  in  the  broad  sense  of  issue  or  descendants. 

H,  A  will  divided  the  property  of  the  testatrix  into  twelve  equal  parts, 
giving  one  part  to  each  of  her  five  brothers  and  sisters  then  living 
and  one  to  the  children  of  each  of  her  seven  brothers  and  sisters 
then  dead.  It  provided  in  effect  that  if  either  of  the  brothers  or 
sisters  then  living  should  die  during  her  lifetime,  leaving  lawful 
issue,  his  or  her  share  should  be  divided  among  his  or  her  children, 
and  in  case  of  such  death  without  issue  the  share  should  be  equally 
divided  among  the  surviving  brothers  or  sisters;  the  surviving  child 
or  children  of  either  of  the  brothers  or  sisters  to  represent  the  dtare 
that  party  would  receive  had  they  survived  the  testatrix.  It  then 
directed  that "  the  money  which  by  the  foregoing  distribution  would 
go  "  to  a  grandson  of  one  of  the  deceased  brothers  should  be  paid  to 
his  father  in  trust  for  him.  Hcldy  that  the  term  "  children,"'  as  used, 
included  descendants  in  the  direct  lines  from  th^  brothers  and 
sisters,  it  being  the  intention  of  the  testatrix  that  each  of  the  shares 
bequeathed  to  the  children  of  deceased  brothers  and  sisters  should 
go  in  the  line  of  desi^^nt  till  it  reached  a  resting  place,  however 
remote,  on  a  basis  of  absolute  equality  between  members  of  each 
class,  the  children  of  a  deceased  member  of  one  class  forming  a  new 
class  to  take  per  stirpes  the  share  of  such  deceased  member. 

3.  Although  our  statute  (sec.  2274,  R.  S.  1878)  provides  that  an  illegiti- 
mate child  shall  take  as  heir  of  its  mother,  the  same  in  all  respects 
as  a  lawful  child,  some  reasonable  evidence  that  such  was  the  tes- 
tator's intention  is  still  necessary  in  order  to  warrant  a  court  in 
holding  that  the  term  "  children,"  as  used  in  a  will,  includes  illegiti- 
matea 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circnit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county :  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.  Affi/nned  in  part; 

reversed  inpai't. 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county,  construing  the  will  of  Hannah  Scholl,  who  died 
testate,  leaving,  surviving  her,  two  brothers  and  three  sisters, 
besides  children  and  grandchildren  of  seven  deceased  broth- 
ers and  sisters.  The  provisions  of  her  will  in  regard  to  the 
distribution  of  the  residue  of  her  estate  left  after  payment 
of  her  debts,  expenses  of  her  last  sickness,  and  some  specific 
bequests,  constitute  the  portion  called  in  question.  They  are 
in  the  following  words : 

"  One  full,  equal  twelfth  part  thereof,  I  give  and  bequeath 
to  each  of  my  brothers  and  sisters,  namely :  William  Dellicker, 
Henry  B.  DeUicker^  Lncy  Fischer,  Sophia  Mock  and  Behecca 
Weiant  (formerly  Schwartz),  and  one  twelfth  to  the  children 
of  each  of  my  deceased  brothers  and  sisters,  namely :  Fred. 
Dellicker,  George  Dellicker,  Samuel  Dellicker,  Sarah  Yerger, 
Catherine  Wittman,  Susan  Shaner  and  Polly  Komig,  share 
and  share  alike;  but  in  case  of  the  decease  of  either  of  my 
said  brothers  or  sisters,  leaving  lawful  issue,  then  in  such 
case,  I  give  and  bequeath  his  or  her  share  to  be  equally  di- 
vided among  his  or  her  children,  share  and  share  alike.  And 
in  the  event  of  the  decease  of  either  of  my  said  brothers  or 
sisters,  without  leaving  lawful  issue,  then  in  such  case  I  give 
and  bequeath  the  said  part  or  share  that  would  otherwise  go 
to  that  brother  or  sister,  or  to  his  or  her  children,  to  be 
equally  divided  among  my  surviving  brothers  and  sisters. 
The  surviving  child  or  children  of  either  of  the  brothers  or 
sisters  named  to  represent  the  share  that  party  would  receive 
had  they  survived  me." 

"I  will  and  direct  that  the  money  which,  by  the  foregoing 
distribution  would  go  to  Theonolis  Frick^  grandson  of  Fred. 
Dellicker,  deceased,  shall  be  paid  to  his  father,  Jacob  Frick, 
in  trust  for  and  to  be  applied  for  the  support  and  mainte- 
nance of  said  Theopolis  Friclc.^^ 

"  Having  paid  to  Sophia  Mock,  Rehecca  Weiant  (formerly 
Schwartz),  William  Dellicker  and  Henry  B,  Dellicker^  each 
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the  sum  of  five  hundred  dollars,  and  to  my  sister  Lucy  Fischer, 
the  sum  of  one  thousand  dollars,  I  direct  that  in  the  final  settle- 
ment  of  my  estate  the  said  sums  so  paid  to  each  be  deducted 
from  their  respective  shares,  and  that  in  said  distribution 
Sallie  Hoffman,  daughter  of  Mrs.  Sophia  Mock,  shall  have  one 
thousand  dollars  more  than  her  sister  Mary  Leister,  and  in  case 
said  Sallie  Hoffman  does  not  survive  her  mother  (Sophia 
Mock),  then  the  amount  to  be  paid  to  her,  Sallie  Hoffman, 
shall  be  paid  to  her  son,  Harry  Hoffman." 

James  Ward  was  an  illegitimate  son  of  a  deceased  grand- 
child of  the  Catherine  Wittman  mentioned  in  the  will.  The 
circuit  court,  reversing  the  probate  court,  decided  that  sur- 
viving descendants  of  deceased  brothers  and  sisters  of  the 
testatrix  in  the  direct  line,  however  remote,  were  entitled 
to  take  distributive  shares  j?^  stirpes  under  the  will,  and  that 
James  Ward  was  entitled  to  take  notwithstanding  his  ille- 
gitimacy. Under  that  construction  children  of  deceased 
parents  down  to  the  fifth  degree  were  included  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  property  under  the  will.  The  executor  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief  of 
A.  O,  Weissert,  He  contended,  inter  alia^  that  by  the  terms 
of  the  will  the  legacies  were  limited  to  the  brothers  and  sis- 
ters of  the  testatrix,  or  to  their  children  in  the  event  of  the 
parents  not  surviving.  It  was  clearly  the  intention  of  the 
testatrix  to  extend  the  benefactions  to  the  nephews  and 
nieces  only  to  the  extent  named,  to  wit,  to  the  first  and  sec- 
ond generations.  The  words  employed  are  "child"  and 
"  children,"  and  whenever  those  words  are  used  they  con- 
vey the  ordinary  meaning  of  those  terms,  and  neither  in 
their  vulgar  or  legal  sense  are  they  expressive  of  remote  de- 
scendants. Turner  v.  Ivie,  5  Heisk.  230;  Booker  v.  Booker ^ 
5  Humph.  505 ;  Webst.  Diet. ;  Bouv.  Law  Diet. ;  2  Redf. 
Wills  (1st  ed.),  336 ;  Mowatt  v.  Carow,  7  Paige,  339 ;  Pahner 
V.  Horn,  84:  N.  Y.  521;  Magaw  v.  Fields  48  id.  668;  Shannon 
V.  jPickdl,  55  Hun,  130.     Where  there  is  anything  to  show 
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that  the  testator  intended  to  use  it  in  a  different  sense,  it 
will  not  be  held  to  include  illegitimate  offspring,  stepchil- 
dren, children  by  marriage  only,  grandchildren,  or  more  re- 
mote descendants.  2  Eedf .  Wills,  §  44,  subd.  11 ;  Raddiffe 
V.  Buckle!/,  10  Ves.  195;  Sinton  v.  Boyd,  19  Ohio  St.  30; 
Orford  v.  Gh.(/rcheU,  3  Ves.  &  B.  69 ;  hard  'o.  Isard^s  Ec\8, 
2  Desaus.  309;  Shanks  v.  Mills,  25  S.  0.  358;  Gardner  v. 
Beyer,  2  Paige,  11 ;  Cromer  v.  Pinchn^y,  3  Barb.  Ch.  4T5 ; 
nm  V.  Crook,  7  Moak's  Eng.  1 ;  MarshaU  v.  Wabash  R.  Co. 
46  Fed.  Eep.  269,  273;  Minot  v.  Ha/rris,  132  Mass.  531; 
Barnes  v.  Greenzebach,  1  Edw.  Ch.  41 ;  MUler  v.  Mille?',  79 
Hun,  197;  Aj)pel  v.  Byers,  98  Pa.  St.  479. 

For  certain  sisters  of  the  testatrix  and  children  of  her  de- 
ceased brothers  and  sisters,  there  was  a  brief  by  Baring  <& 
Frost,  and  oral  argument  by  C.  L  Ilaring.  They  argued, 
among  other  things,  that  presumptively  "  children  "  is  to  be 
taken  in  its  strict  sense.  Pugh  v.  Pugh,  105  Ind.  552 ;  Pal- 
mer V.  Eom,  84  K  T.  516:  In  re  Schedd,  73  Cal.  594;  Os- 
good V.  Zovermg,  33  Me.  464;  Thompson  v.  Ladington,  104 
Mass.  193;  TiUi/nghast  v.  DWolf,  8  K.  I.  69;  Low  v.  Har- 
mony, 72  N.  Y.  408;  Appeal  of  Gable's  Ex'rs,  40  Pa.  St.  231 ; 
Castner^s  Appeal,  88  id.  478;  Feit'^s  Fh?rs  v.  Vcmatta,  21  N.  J. 
Eq.  84;  Turner  v.  Withers,  23  Md.  18;  Taylor  v.  Watson,  35 
id.  519;  Willis  v.  Jenkins,  30  6a.  167;  Walker  v.  William- 
son, 25  id.  549;  Jarman,  Wills  (6th  ed.),  *1000-*1002;  Cu77ir 
mings  v.  Plummer,  94  Ind.  403,  48  Am.  Kep.  167;  Presley 
V.  Davis,  7  Eich.  Eq.  105,  62  Am.  Dec.  396 ;  Cruse  v.  McKey, 
73  id.  186;  5  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law  (2d  ed.),  1085.  In 
the  following  cases  the  word  "  children  "  was  held  not  to 
include  grandchildren  or  remoter  descendants :  Raddiffe  v. 
Buckley,  10  Ves.  195;  Adams  v.  Law,  17  How.  417;  Ingra- 
ham  V.  Meade,  3  Wall.  Jr.  32;  McGuire  v.  Westmoreland,  36 
Ala.  594;  Pugh  v.  Pugh,  105  Ind.  552,  555;  Matter  of  Cha- 
poton's  Estate,  104  Mich.  11;  Berr's  Estate,  28  Pa.  St.  467; 
Shannon  v.  Piokell,  55  Hun,  130;  Shanks  v.  Mills,  25  S.  C.  358. 
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Edward  F.  Byron^  for  oertain  grandchildren  and  g^reat- 
grandchildren  of  deceased  brothers  and  sisters  of  the  testa- 
trix, contended,  inter  alia^  that  it  was  clearly  the  intent  of 
the  testatrix  to  adopt  a  scheme  by  which  each  of  the  twelve 
families  represented  by  her  remaining  brothers  and  sisters 
should  have  an  eqnal  share  in  her  estate.    She  therefore 
gave  to  each  of  her  brothers  and  sisters  who  survive  her  a 
twelfth  interest  and  directed  that  a  twelfth  interest  be  given 
to  each  of  the  families  of  her  deceased  brothers  and  sisters. 
It  is  true  she  refers  to  each  of  these  families  as  "  children,*' 
but  the  last  item  in  the  eighth  clause  shows  that  she  did 
not  by  the  word  "  children "  intend  to  limit  her  bequests 
strictly  to  "  children  "  in  the  narrow  sense  of  the  term.     She 
makes  a  distribution  in  her  will  and  afterwards  in  a  later 
part  refers  to  it  in  a  way  that  proves  that  she  regarded  it  as 
a  matter  of  course  that  Theopolia  Frick^  one  of  the  grand- 
children, would  by  that  distribution  take  a  share  in  her  es- 
tate, and  then  proceeds  to  state  what  shall  be  done  with  his 
share,  for  personal  reasons.    This  contention  on  the  part  of 
the  grandchildren  is  simply  calculated  to  carry  out  the  in- 
tentions of  the  testatrix,  and  not  in  any  way  to  destroy  the 
will  or  annul  any  of  its  provisions.     The  word  "children" 
has  been  held  to  include  grandchildren  and  remoter  de- 
scendants.    See  Jarman,  Wills  (6th  ed.),  *1000-*1002,  *1006, 
*1087,  *1088;  In  reSchedd,  73  Cal.  594;  Bmokerv.  Bowker, 
148  Mass.  198;  Minot  v,  Harris^  132  id.  528;  Iloit'ghton  t?. 
Ke7idaU,  7  Allen,  72;  In  re  Paton,  111  N.  Y.  480;  Htnits 
EaiaU,  133  Pa.  St.  260;  PrmciU  v.  Badmcm,  37  K  T.  42; 
Meson  V.  Amnion^  117  Pa.  St.  127;  Haldeman  v.  HaMeman^ 
40  id.  29;  Outhrie^s  Appeal^  37  id.  9;  In  re  Sfmith^  Lord  r. 
Haywardy  35  Ch.  Div.  558 ;  5  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law 
(2d  ed.),  1086  et  aeq,;  RTioton  v.  BUvm,  99  Cal.  645,  649; 
WadddL  v.  Leonard^  53  Ga.  697;  Matter  of  Patouy  41  Hun, 
497;  Pal/mer  v.  Morn^  84  N.  T.  516;  In  re  Eichdberger^s  Es- 
iatCy  5  Pa.  St.  266;  Wyth  v.  Blackmwn^  1  Ves.  Sr.  196;  Hiighes 
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V.  Sofyer,  1  P.  Wms.  534;  TTa%h  v.  Wood,  4  Mylne  &  C.  324; 
Wylde^s  Case,  6  Coke,  lYa;  Doe  v,  Webber,  1  Barn.  &  Aid. 
713;  Doe  v.  Caveiulish,  4  Terra,  741,  note  a;  Jioyle  v.  Ham- 
ilton, 4  Ves.  437;  Doe  v.  Perry n,  3  Term,  484;  Ginger  v. 
WJiiU,  Willes,  348 ;  Hughes  v.  Hughes,  12  B.  Mou.  121 ;  Pern- 
lerUm  v.  Parke,  5  Bin.  601,  6  Am.  Dec.  432;  sec.  2289,  Stats. 
1898,  and  note. 

Makshall,  J.  Did  the  testatrix  intend  to  include  chil- 
dren and  grandchildren  of  deceased  nephews  and  nieces  in 
the  distribution  of  her  bounty  by  the  use  of  the  words, 
"  I  give  and  bequeath  one  twelfth  to  the  children  of  each  of 
my  deceased  brothers  and  sisters;"  and  "in  case  of  the  de- 
cease of  either,  ...  I  bequeath  his  or  her  share  to  be 
equally  divided  among  his  or  her  children  ?  "  That  is  the 
first  question  presented  for  consideration,  and  it  must  be 
solved  by  applying  to  the  language  of  the  testatrix,  in  the 
light  of  all  other  provisions  of  the  will  and  the  general 
scheme  manifestly  in  her  mind  when  she  executed  it,  some 
well-settled  rules  for  judicial  construction,  the  most  impor- 
tant being,  that  the  several  parts  of  the  instrument  are  to  be 
taken  together,  having  regard  to  their  relation  to  each  other; 
that  each  and  every  part  must  be  given  effect  if  possible, 
and  in  line  with  the  general  scheme  of  the  testator;  that 
words  are  to  be  taken  in  their  ordinary  rather  than  some 
peculiar  sense,  though  the  former  will  yield  to  the  latter 
when  it  is  clear  from  the  instrument  that  the  latter  meaning 
was  intended,  or  that  it  is  necessary,  rather  than  that  any 
part  of  the  will  shall  fail;  that  while  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  will  was  made  may  be  taken  into  consider- 
ation, they  cannot  be  resorted  to  to  vary  the  meaning  whiph 
must  necessarily  be  attributed  to  words,  the  purpose  of  con- 
struction being  not  to  get  meaning  into  the  language  of  the 
testator,  but  to  get  the  testator's  meaning  out  of  it ;  that  such 
meaning  when  ascertained  is  to  govern,  if  not  contrary  to 
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law  or  good  morals,  however  strange  it  may  be,  or  however 
much  the  rules  of  punctuation  and  the  literal  meaning  of 
words,  or  even  their  arrangement  in  the  writing,  may  be 
violated  to  reach  it. 

It  is  obvious  that  the  testatrix  intended  to  bequeath  one 
twelfth  of  the  residue  of  her  property,  after  payment  of  her 
debts,  expenses  of  last  sickness,  and  the  specific  bequests 
preceding  the  general  clause  of  her  will,  to  each  branch  of 
her  family  in  the  collateral  line.  How  remote  she  intended 
to  go  to  reach  a  taker  is  the  question.  That  the  general 
scheme  was  as  stated  is  quite  manifest  from  her  dividing 
the  property  into  twelve  equal  parts,  bequeathing  one  part 
to  each  of  her  living  brothers  and  sisters,  and  one  to  the 
children  of  each  of  those  dead,  then  providing  that  in  case 
of  the  death  of  either  of  her  living  brothers  and  sisters 
during  her  lifetime,  leaving  lawful  issue,  the  share  of  such 
brother  or  sister  should  be  divided  among  his  or  her  chil- 
dren ;  and  in  case  of  such  death  without  issue,  that  the  share 
flhould  be  equally  divided  among  the  surviving  brothers  and 
sisters,  the  surviving  child  or  children  of  either  of  the  broth- 
ers or  sisters  to  represent  the  share  that  party  would  receive. 
There  are  many  other  indications  in  the  will  showing  the 
scheme  to  have  been  as  stated,  but  those  particularly  men- 
tioned are  sufficient.  If  we  had  only  the  words  "to  each  of 
my  brothers  and  sisters  (naming  those  living),  and  to  the 
children  of  each  of  my  deceased  brothers  and  sisters,  share 
and  share  alike,"  and  the  other  instances  already  mentioned 
where  the  word  "  children  "  occurs  in  the  will,  no  question 
could  arise  warranting  a  resort  to  rules  for  construction  of 
the  instrument  to  determine  the  meaning  intended  by  the 
testatrix.  The  word  "children,"  when  not  rendered  ob- 
scure by  the  manner  of  its  use,  has  a  plain  and  well-under- 
stood ordinary  signification.  It  means  the  descendants  of 
human  parents  in  the  first  degree.  That  is  its  lexicographical 
as  well  as  its  ordinary  legal  meaning.  Tet,  issue  in  the  direct 
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line,  however  remote,  may  reasonably,  in  some  circumstances, 
be  included  within  the  term,  and  it  may  be  extended  greatly 
in  order  to  carry  out  the  manifest  purpose  of  a  will.  It  is 
so  laid  down  by  all  text  writers  and  supported  by  a  multi- 
tude of  American  and  English  authorities,  a  large  collection 
of  which  are  cited  to  the  text  on  the  subject  in  2  Jarman, 
Wills  (6th  ed.),  166  [*1000]. 

Many  very  apt  illustrations  of  the  application  of  this  doc- 
trine are  cited  by  respondents.  In  In  re  Schedd,  73  Cal. 
694,  the  testator  left  property  to  each  of  the  children  of  his 
deceased  sister,  to  be  paid  as  they  respectively  reached  their 
majority,  with  a  provision  that  if  either  child  should  die 
leaving  children,  before  the  death  of  the  testator^s  brother, 
who  was  given  a  beneficiary  interest  in  the  estate,  such  issue 
should  take  the  parent's  share.  When  the  will  was  drawn 
the  sister  and  all  her  children  had  been  dead  for  many  years, 
but  one  of  the  deceased  children  left  a  child  who  was  a  minor 
at  the  date  of  the  wUl,  and  it  was  held  that  the  word  "  chil- 
dren "  must  have  been  used  to  signify  descendants  and  to 
include  the  minor  grandchild,  as  such  child  was  the  only 
person  in  existence  when  the  words  were  spoken  or  who 
could  have  been  in  the  mind  of  the  testator.  In  Bowher  v. 
BowheTy  148  Mass.  198,  the  court  said  that  the  word  "  child  " 
may  be  so  interpreted  as  to  include  grandchildren  where  the 
will  exhibits  that  such  was  the  manifest  intention;  and  the 
term  was  so  extended  in  construing  the  will  there  under  con- 
sideration, in  order,  as  was  stated,  to  carry  out  "  the  ruling 
idea  of  the  testator." 

The  general  doctrine  may  be  stated  thus:  Where  there 
are  no  immediate  children  to  whom  the  term  can  apply,  or 
where  it  is  manifest  from  other  words  in  the  will  that  it  was 
used  in  the  broad  sense  of  issue  or  descendants,  it  may  be 
construed  to  include  grandchildren,  stepchildren,  illegitimate 
children,  or  descendants,  however  remote.    2  Kedf.  Wills, 
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17;  Wigram,  Wills,  §  21;  MowaU  v.  Carow,  1  Paige,  328, 32 
Am.  Dec.  41. 

Now,  in  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  language  following  the 
general  bequest  to  children  of  deceased  brothers  and  sisters 
seems  to  have  controlling  significance,  namely :  ^^Iwill  and 
direct  that  the  mcmey  whiohy  hy  the  foregoing  distributiony 
would  go  to  Theopolia  Frick^  grcmdson  of  Fred,  DeUidlcerj 
deceased,  shall  he  paid  to  his  father j  Jacob  Frickj  m  trust  for 
and  to  be  applied  for  the  support  and  numUena/noe  of  said 
Theopolis  Frioh?^  Theopolis  Frieky  it  will  be  observed,  was 
not  a  child  of  a  deceased  brother  or  sister,  bnt  was  a  grand- 
child. Therefore,  unless  the  term  "  children  "  as  previously 
used  "  in  the  foregoing  distribution "  was  intended  to  in- 
clude descendants  in  the  direct  lines  from  the  brothers  and 
sisters,  where  necessary  in  order  that  the  property  in  that 
line  might  reach  a  class  to  take  under  the  will,  nothing  can 
go  to  Theopolis  Frick,  and  the  special  clause  referring  to 
him  must  be  left  without  any  effect  whatever.  That  seems 
to  be  a  suflBcient  reason,  under  the  rules  before  mentioned, 
for  saying  that  the  testatrix  used  the  term  under  considera- 
tion as  synonymous  with  descendants.  The  residuary  clause 
provided  for  twelve  equal  parts  corresponding  to  the  twelve 
branches  of  the  family,  manifesting,  as  stated,  a  clear  inten- 
tion that  each  such  branch  should  have  the  benefit  of  one 
such  share,  except  in  the  case  of  the  death  without  issue  of 
one  of  the  then  living  brothers  or  sisters,  in  which  case  the 
share  going  to  such  deceased  brother  or  sister  was  to  be 
equally  divided  between  the  brothers  and  sisters  remaining. 
Unless  we  can  say  that  the  shares  intended  primarily  for 
the  respective  classes  of  children  of  deceased  brothers  and 
sisters  must  go  in  the  lines  indicated,  to  a  class  that  will 
satisfy  the  term  used  to  designate  the  classes,  in  the  mind 
of  the  testatrix,  then,  manifestly,  the  attempt  to  provide  for 
Theopolis  Frick  will  fail  absolutely.    There  is  no  reasonable 
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theory  upon  which  he  can  take  by  reference  to  "  the  fore- 
going distribution  "  spoken  of,  except  upon  the  one  that  all 
of  the  class  to  which  he  belongs,  and  all  similar  classes,  were 
in  the  mind  of  the  testatrix,  and  that  she  intended  each  of 
the  seven  shares  bequeathed  to  the  children  of  deceased 
brothers  and  sisters  to  go  in  the  line  of  descent  till  it  all 
reached  a  resting  place,  however  remote,  on  a  basis  of  abso- 
lute equality  between  the  members  of  each  class,  the  chil- 
dren of  a  deceased  member  of  one  class  forming  a  new  class 
to  take^p^  stirpes  the  share  of  such  deceased  member.  By 
such  construction  of  the  will  each  part  of  it  is  easily  brought 
into  complete  harmony  with  every  other  part,  and  other- 
wise no  reasonable  theory  can  be  suggested  that  will  pro- 
duce that  effect.  That  is  the  view  the  circuit  judge  took, 
in  which  we  concur. 

The  remaining  question  is,  Did  the  testatrix  intend  to  in- 
clude the  illegitimate  great-grandchild  of  Catherine  Witt- 
man  ?  Here  again,  if  we  adopt  as  the  sense  in  which  the 
word  "  children "  was  used  the  ordinary  meaning  attribu- 
table thereto,  the  illegitimate  must  be  excluded.  The  de- 
scription "  child,"  "  son,"  "  issue,"  and  words  of  that  nature, 
includes  legitimates  only.  Cartwrighi  v.  Yawdi^y^  5  Ves.  530, 
is  often  quoted  as  a  leading  authority  on  that  point.  There 
the  testator,  having  four  children  of  whom  one  was  an  ille- 
gitimate daughter,  remembered  them  in  his  will  in  the  fol- 
lowing language:  "  All  and  every  of  such  child  or  children 
as  I  may  happen  to  leave  at  my  death."  The  Lord  Chancellor 
said :  "  How  can  1  possibly  put  upon  the  will  the  construc- 
tion the  plaintiff  desires,  when  there  are  lawful  children  ? 
It  is  impossible  in  a  court  of  justice  to  hold  that  an  illegiti- 
mate child  can  take  equally  with  lawful  children  upon  a 
devise  to  children."  That  is  authority  only  to  the  point 
that  a  general  bequest  to  children,  without  something  to 
clearly  give  to. the  term  an  extended  meaning,  includes  legit- 
imates only.    The  mere  fact  of  the  existence  of  lawful  chil- 
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dren  does  not  make  it  impossible  for  the  term  to  be  coastraed 
so  as  to  include  illegitimates  if  from  other  parts  of  the  will 
it  is  clear  that  they  were  intended  to  be  included  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  testator's  bounty.  The  same  rule  that  in- 
cludes grandchildren  and  great-grandchildren  in  the  term 
"  children  "  will  include  illegitimates,  adopted  children,  step- 
children, or  any  other  class  to  whom  the  term  may  reason- 
ably apply.  True,  our  statute,  changing  the  common  law  in 
respect  to  inheritable  blood  of  illegitimates,  is  entitled  to 
some,  but  not  alone  to  controlling,  weight  on  the  question 
of  intention.  Such  statute  provides  that  an  illegitimate 
child  shall  take  as  heir  of  its  mother,  the  same  in  all  respects 
as  a  lawful  child.  R.  8. 1878,  sec.  2274.  So  if  the  property 
were  to  pass  by  law  to  the  children  of  Sallie  Yerger,  of  whom 
James  Ward  was  one,  he  would  take  equally  with  her  lawful 
children. 

The  rule  at  common  law  under  which  illegitimates  were 
not  deemed  to  have  any  inheritable  blood  from  their  father 
or  mother  and  could  not  be  given  any  by  the  marriage  of 
the  parents,  finds  no  place  in  our  system.  In  its  stead  the 
more  humane  policy  of  the  civil  law  has  been  adopted, —  a 
policy  which  considers  justice  to  the  innocent  as  outweigh- 
ing the  controlling  idea,  so  called,  of  the  common  law,  the 
discouragement  of  illegitimacy.  The  importance  of  the  lat- 
ter is  by  no  means  diminished  in  legal  contemplation,  but 
the  injustice  and  futility  of  punishing  the  innocent  result  of 
illicit  commerce  as  an  effectual  warning  against  the  sin  of 
it,  is  recognized  in  the  more  practical  and  intelligent  system 
under  which  we  live.  That  situation,  which  we  may  rea- 
sonably assume  the  testatrix  had  in  mind  in  making  the 
testamentary  disposition  of  her  property,  is  quite  persuasive 
in  determining  what  she  intended.  In  view  of  it,  less  evi- 
dence than  under  the  old  system  will  sufficiently  show  that 
the  intention  was  to  include  illegitimate  children'in  giving 
to  a  class  as  children,  the  mother  of  the  class  being  the  in- 
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heritable  blood  that  induced  the  bequest;  but  the  existence 
of  the  policy  referred  to  cannot  do  away  entirely  with  the 
rule  that  the  general  term  cannot  include  the  particular 
class  unless  the  intention  to  do  so  appears  by  necessary  im- 
plication.   It  was  not  the  policy  of  the  common  law  alone 
that  led  to  the  rule.    So  we  are  not  permitted  to  say  that, 
the  policy  being  changed,  the  rule  has  ceased  to  exist.    The 
plain,  ordinary  meaning  of  the  word  still  is,  presumptively, 
legitimate  children,  but  the  inference  arising  from  its  use, 
unexplained,  is  somewhat  weakened,  so  that  evidence  or 
circumstances  of  less  weight  than  before  are  deemed  suffi- 
cient to  rebut  it.    The  firmness  in  adhering  to  the  rule,  as 
in  Gartwrigkt  v.  Ywwdry^  5  Yes.  630,  does  not  now  prevail. 
There,  as  stated,  the  bequest  was  "  to  every  of  the  children 
that  the  testator  might  leave  at  his  death,  share  and  share 
alike,"  coupled  with  a  provision  for  dividing  the  beneficial 
interests  under  the  will  into  fourths,  corresponding  to  the 
number  of  children  the  testator  had,  including  an  illegiti- 
mate daughter.    Yet,  it  was  said  that  the  circumstance  that 
it  took  the  daughter  to  satisfy  the  call  for  four  children  was 
not  sufficient  to  permit  the  court  to  so  construe  the  will  as 
to  hold  that  the  testator  intended  to  remember  her,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  he  had  three  lawful  children  to  whom  the 
term  "  children "  would  apply.    That  was  an  exceedingly 
harsh  rule,  and  well  illustrates  the  firmness  with  which 
courts  formerly  adhered  to  the  primary  meaning  of  the  term. 
Now,  any  reasonable  evidence  that  the  testator  intended  to 
include  illegitimates  would  be  sufficient,  and  where  the  class, 
in  order  to  participate,  must  do  so  through  the  mother,  less 
evidence  would  include  illegitimates  than  if  they  were 
reached  through  the  father  in  the  line  of  descent.   Bigelow, 
Wills,  201.    It  is  said  by  some  text  writers  that  the  rule  of 
necessary  implication  no  longer  exists.    In  that  they  are  in 
error.    The  rule  remains  but  is  satisfied  by  less  evidence. 
It  follows  from  what  has  preceded  that  there  must  be  some 
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evidence  to  supplement  the  policy  of  the  statate  in  order  to 
warrant  as  in  saying  that  the  testatrix  intended  by  the  term 
"  children  "  to  include  the  illegitimate  son  of  Sallie  Terger. 
We  fail  to  find  any  such  evidence.  Therefore  that  part  of 
the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court,  holding  that  Jamea  Ward 
is  entitled  to  take  under  the  will,  must  be  reversed,  but  in 
all  other  respects  it  must  be  affirmed,  and  the  cause  be  re- 
manded for  further  proceedings  in  accordance  with  this 
opinion.  The  costs  and  disbursements  of  the  parties  in  this 
and  the  circuit  courts  are  directed  to  be  paid  out  of  the  es- 
tate. The  county  court  is  directed  to  make  a  reasonable 
allowance  out  of  the  estate  to  each  of  the  parties  for  counsel 
fees. 
By  the  Court —  So  ordered. 


LsDBBBB,  Appellant,  vs.  Estatb  of  Eohk,  Eespondent. 

^SiJ^  September  B^-^  October  11, 1S98. 

^^^-^.\  Appeal:  BiU  of  exceptiona. 

The  supreme  oonrt  cannot  review  the  evidenoe  in  a  case  tried  by  the 
court  unless  exceptions  are  taken  to  the  findings  of  fact  and  pre- 
seryed  in  the  biU  of  exceptions. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county:  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.    Affmned. 

Appellant  presented  a  claim  to  the  county  court  of  Mil- 
waukee county  against  the  estate  of  Ignatz  £ohn,  which  was 
disallowed.  An  appeal  was  taken  to  the  circuit  court.  The 
matter  was  heard  before  a  referee,  who  found  in  favor  of  the 
appellant  on  a  portion  of  her  claim.  The  respondent  moved 
to  set  aside  the  referee's  report  and  finding,  and,  after  argu- 
ment, the  circuit  judge  made  new  findings  setting  aside  the 
findings  of  the  referee  and  disallowing  the  appellant's  claim. 
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A  judgment  was  entered,  alfirming  the  judgment  of  the 
county  court,  except  as  to  costs.  This  appeal  is  from  that 
portion  of  the  judgment  by  which  appellant's  claim  is  dis- 
allowed and  the  judgment  of  the  county  court  is  affirmed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Oha^.  O,  Woolcoch, 
attorney,  and  Damid  S.  Rose^  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument 
by  Mr.  Woolcock. 

For  the  executor  there  was  a  brief  by  LaBouLe  cfe  Hunty 
and  oral  argument  by  F.  8.  Hunt. 

For  Fannie  Loeb  there  was  a  brief  by  Orwnger  dk  Orcmger^ 
and  oral  argument  by  8.  W.  Cfra/nger. 

For  the  widow,  Xaiie  Kohn^  there  was  a  brief  by  O.  W. 
Hazdtony  guardian  ad  litem. 

Bakdeen,  J.  To  properly  dispose  of  the  questions  raised 
in  appellant's  brief  and  argued  at  the  bar,  it  would  be  nec- 
essary to  make  an  examination  of  the  evidence  in  the  case. 
The  bill  of  exceptions  contains  no  exceptions  to  the  findings 
of  the  circuit  judge.  The  situation  presented  is  exactly  simi- 
lar to  that  of  the  case  of  Newton  v.  Williams^  94  Wis.  222. 
It  would  seem  hardly  necessary  to  reassert  the  rule  that  this 
court  cannot  review  the  evidence  in  a  case  tried  by  the  court 
unless  exceptions  are  taken  to  the  findings  of  fact  and  are 
preserved  in  the  bill  of  exceptions.  R.  S.  18Y8,  sec.  28Y0 ; 
Cramer  v.  JSima/ardj  53  Wis.  86 ;  Fv&nson  v.  Bates^  58  Wis. 
24;  MoLemum  v.  Prentioe,  85  Wis.  42Y;  Henrizi  v.  Kehr^  90 
Wis.  344.  An  inspection,  however,  of  the  evidence  returned 
convinces  us  the  judgment  was  manifestly  correct  and  ought 
not  to  be  disturbed. 

By  the  Cotirt. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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Mbssbceb  and  another,  Eespondents,  vs.  Block,  Appellant 

S^tember  $4—  October  11, 1898. 
(1)  Appeal:  Notice.    (2)  Contracts:  Pleading. 

1  Where  the  supreme  court  is  the  only  oourt  to  whioh  an  apx>eal  ooold 
be  taken,  a  notioe  of  appeal  is  effectual  although  it  fails  to  state 
to  what  court  the  appeal  is  taken. 

SL  In  an  action  to  recover  for  architects'  services,  a  complaint  alleging 
that  between  certain  dates  the  plaintiffs,  at  the  special  instance 
and  request  of  the  defendant,  performed  work,  labor,  and  services 
in  the  preparation  of  plans  which  were  actually  used  in  the  erec- 
tion and  construction  of  a  building  on  defendant's  land,  and  in 
superintending  such  construction,  and  that  a  certain  simi  was  then 
due  the  plaintiffs  by  reason  of  the  premises,  over  and  above  all 
payments,  is  hdd  sufficient. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county:  Geo.  E.  SuTHBBLAiirD,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

For  the  appellant  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  Dr.  J.  TMemomn. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Austin  dk  Fehr^ 
attorneys,  and  O.  O.  Oehrz  and  Jacob  Fehr^  Jr.,  of  counsel, 
and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Oehrz.  To  the  point  that  the 
complaint  was  sufficient,  they  cited  Edleman  v.  Kidd,  65 
Wis.  22;  Bliss,  Code  PL  §§  9, 152, 156;  Fwrron  v.  Sherwood, 
17  N.  T.  230 ;  Hwrat  v.  Litckfidd,  39  id.  377;  EosUy  v.  Black, 
28  id.  438;  Mead  v.  DegoVyer,  16  Wend.  638;  CTorA  v.  Fair- 
chad,  22  id.  683;  1  Chitty,  PL  362,  353;  2  Enoy.  of  Forms, 
298;  Parker  v.  Macomher,  16  L.  R  A.  861;  AUen  v.  Patter- 
son,  7  K.  T.  476;  Ketdtas  v.  Myers,  19  id.  231;  Bw  v. 
Ketchvm,  51  Wis.  324. 

Oassodat,  0.  J.  This  is  an  appeal  from  an  order  overrul- 
ing a  demurrer  to  a  complaint  alleging,  in  effect,  that  the 
plaintiffs  were  at  the  times  stated  architects;  that  as  such, 
and  between  April  1, 1896,  and  September  11, 1896,  they,  at 
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the  special  instance  and  request  of  the  defendant,  rendered 
and  performed  work,  labor,  and  services  in  and  about  the 
drawing  of  plans  and  specifications  for  use  in  the  erection  and 
construction,  and  which  actually  were  used  in  the  erection 
and  construction,  of  the  building  described,  and  the  superin- 
tending of  such  construction,  and  that  the  same  was  situated 
on  the  real  estate  described  and  owned  by  the  defendant  j 
that  the  plaintiffs  duly  filed  their  petition  for  a  lien  Febru- 
ary 16, 1897;  that  there  was  then  due  and  owing  to  the 
plaintiffs  from  the  defendant,  by  reason  of  the  premises, 
over  and  above  all  payments  made  on  account  of  the  work 
done  and  materials  furnished,  the  sum  of  $64.78,  with  inter- 
est thereon  from  November  30, 1896;  wherefore  the  ordi- 
nary judgment  in  such  a  case  was  demanded. 

The  motion  to  dismiss  the  appeal  on  the  sole  ground  that 
the  notice  does  not  state  that  the  appeal  is  taken  to  this 
court  is  denied.  It  is  conceded  that  this  is  the  only  court 
to  which  the  appeal  could  be  taken;  and  hence  it  should  be 
effectual  for  that  purpose.  K.  S.  1878,  sec.  3049 ;  Stechnesser 
V.  Graham^  10  Wis.  37;  Johnson  v.  CI,  M.  cfe  /St.  P.  R.  Co.  43 
Wis.  432. 

The  defendant  only  objects  to  the  complaint  on  the  ground 
that  it  does  not  allege  the  essential  facts  constituting  a  con- 
tract whereby  the  defendant  promised  to  pay  to  the  plaint- 
iffs for  such  services  and  materials, —  much  less  the  essential 
consideration  for  such  agreement.  The  rendering  of  the 
services  and  the  furnishing  of  the  materials  at  the  special 
instance  and  request  of  the  defendant,  and  for  his  use  and 
benefit,  certainly  constituted  a  good  consideration  for  his 
promise  to  pay  therefor.  Silverthom  v,  Wylie^  96  Wis.  69. 
The  complaint  did  not  allege  an  express  promise,  but  it  mani- 
festly did  an  implied  promise.  True,  it  did  not  allege  the 
amount  that  the  services  rendered  and  the  materials  fur- 
nished were  reasonably  worth,  but  it  did  allege,  in  effect^ 
that  there  was  due  and  owing  to  the  plaintiffs  from  the  de>- 
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f endant  the  amonnt  mentioned  by  reason  of  the  facts  stated, 
over  and  above  all  payments  on  account  of  the  work  done 
and  materials  furnished.  Such  facts,  if  they  remain  un- 
controverted,  would  seem  to  be  sufficient  to  authorize  a  re- 
covery from  the  defendant  of  the  amount  stated.  Bus  v. 
Ketchum^  61  Wis.  324;  Edlemom  v.  Kiddy  65  Wis.  22;  AUm 
V.  Pattersofiy  7  N.  T.  476;  Farron  v.  Sherwood^  17  N.  T.  227. 
By  the  Court, —  The  order  of  the  superior  court  of  Mil- 
waukee county  is  affirmed. 
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Thb  State  ex  bel.  Olakot  and  another,  Appellants,  vs. 

MoGovESN  and  others,  Respondents. 

September  BJ^—  October  11, 1898. 

0)  ViUages:  Legalizing  defective  incorporaiioru  (d-^)  Certiorari  to  vil- 
lage board:  Misdirection  of  writ:  Jurisdiction:  Waiver:  Motion  to 
quash 

1.  It  ujould  seem  that  the  legislature  may  legalize  the  incorporation  of 
defectively  incorporated  villages,  and  validate  the  acts  of  their  offi- 
cers, when  no  vested  right  is  interfered  with. 

2l  In  a  proceeding  by  certiorari  to  review  aUeged  iUegal  acts  of  a  vil- 
lage board,  the  writ  should  be  directed  to,  and  served  upon,  the 
board  whose  acts  are  attacked  and  not  upon  the  village  derk,  un- 
less it  appears  that  such  board  has  ceased  to  exist 

&  If,  in  such  a  case,  it  appears  by  the  record  that  the  board  existed 
when  the  action  was  commenced,  the  court  aoquired  no  jurisdic- 
tion to  review  its  proceedings  by  the  issuance  of  the  writ  to  the 
clerk;  and  the  lack  of  jurisdiction  cannot  be  waived  by  the  clerk. 

4  A  motion  to  quash  a  writ  of  certiorari  is  in  effect  a  demurrer  and 
raises  only  the  question  of  the  legal  sufficiency  of  the  facts  appear- 
ing in  the  record. 

&  A  motion  to  quash  a  writ  of  certiorari  is  not  too  late  became  made 
after  the  return  and  at  a  subsequent  term  of  ooarL 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwaukee 
county:  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirm&d. 
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Certiorari.  The  relators,  by  their  relation  filed  July  8, 
1897,  alleged  that  they  owned  certain  lots  in  the  town  site 
of  South  Milwaukee,  abutting  upon  the  highway  called  Chi- 
cago road,  and  that  on  the  11th  of  February,  1893,  Fred 
Heiddburg  and  five  other  persons,  whose  names  are  given, 
pretending  to  act  as  village  trustees  of  the  village  under  the 
name  of  South  Milwaukee,  made  an  order  vacating  a  part 
of  said  Chicago  road  pursuant  to  certain  proceedings  had  be- 
fore them;  that  such  proceedings  were  in  the  custody  of  the 
defendant  McGovem^  village  clerk  of  the  so-called  village  of 
South  Milwaukee;  and  that  the  same  were  void  for  the  fol- 
lowing reasons :  "  (1)  That  the  said  parties  so  attempting  to 
act  as  a  village  board  and  as  such  village  clerk  were  not  the 
officers  they  claimed  to  be  because  the  so-called  village  of 
South  Milwaukee  had  never  been  legally  incorporated,  nor 
had  any  legal  existence  as  a  village,  nor  power  nor  authority 
to  elect  trustees  nor  the  said  clerk,  and  the  said  clerk  and 
trustees  had  never  been  elected  to  or  qualified  as  trustees 
of  a  legally  incorporated  village.  (2)  That  no  petition  for 
the  vacation  of  the  said  highway  was  presented  to  and  acted 
upon  by  the  board  having  authority  to  act  in  that  behalf; 
that  the  notice  required  by  law  of  the  hearing  upon  an  ap- 
plication  to  vacate  said  streets  was  never  given.  (3)  That 
the  order  required  by  law  for  the  vacation  of  said  highway 
was  not  made  by  any  duly  constituted  authority.  (4)  That 
the  highway  so  attempted  to  be  vacated  was  what  is  known 
as  a  government  road,  and  had  been  in  existence  for  over 
fifty  years  as  such.  (6)  That  no  notice  of  the  application  or 
hearing  to  vacate  said  highway  was  given  to  your  affiants, 
or  either  of  them." 

Upon  this  relation  a  writ  was  issued  to  McOovem^  as  vil- 
lage clerk  of  the  village  of  South  Milwaukee,  and  thereafter 
he  made  a  return,  showing  that  certain  proceedings  for  va- 
cation of  a  part  of  the  Chicago  road  were  had  before  the 
board  of  trustees  of  South  Milwaukee,  which  culminated  on 
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the  21st  day  of  February,  1893,  in  the  passage  of  a  resola- 
tion  vacating  a  part  of  said  road.  The  return  further  showed 
that  since  the  service  of  the  writ  upon  him  the  said  village  of 
South  Milwaukee  had  been  organized  into  a  city  of  the  fourth 
class,  and  no  longer  existed  as  a  village. 

After  the  return,  and  at  a  subsequent  term  of  court,  the 
defendant  filed  a  written  motion  to  quash  the  writ  for  three 
reasons :  (1)  That  before  the  service  of  the  writ  he  had  ceased 
to  be  village  clerk,  and  the  said  village  had  ceased  to  exist; 
(2)  that  the  relation  did  not  set  forth  facts  sufficient  to  au- 
thorize the  issuance  of  the  writ;  and  (3)  that  more  than  two 
years  had  elapsed  from  the  time  of  the  vacation  of  the  high- 
way to  the  time  of  the  application  for  the  writ.  Upon  the 
hearing  of  this  motion  the  relators  filed  affidavits  seeking  to 
excuse  the  delay  in  applying  for  the  writ  by  showing  that 
at  the  time  of  the  vacation  of  the  highway  their  property 
appeared  by  a  plat  of  South  Milwaukee  not  to  abut  upon  the 
Chicago  road,  but  that  two  lots  apparently  intervened  be- 
tween their  property  and  the  said  Chicago  road,  but  that 
they  were  then  engaged  in  litigation  with  the  owners  of  said 
intervening  lots,  claiming  that  said  lots  had  been  dedicated 
to  the  public  as  a  highway  and  were  in  fact  a  part  of  said 
Chicago  road;  and  that  said  litigation  did  not  terminate 
until  the  month  of  January,  1897,  when  judgment  was  ren- 
dered in  favor  of  the  relators,  thus  establishing  their  rights 
as  abutters  upon  said  road ;  and  that  they  brought  these  cer- 
tiorari proceedings  within  six  months  after  their  rights  were 
so  established. 

Upon  hearing  the  motion,  the  court  made  an  order  quash- 
ing the  writ  and  dismissing  the  proceedings,  from  which  the 
relators  appeal. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  W.  J.  d:  J.  H. 
Turner^  and  oral  argument  by  TT.  J.  Turner, 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  QuaaieSy  Spence  dk 
Qiuirlesj  and  oral  argument  by  T.  W.  Spence.    They  argued, 
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among  other  things,  that  the  motion  to  quash  was  not  made 
too  late.  Such  a  motion  can  be  made  at  any  time  before  or 
after  return  made,  or  before  or  after  the  first  term  following 
such  return,  or  even  after  hearing  on  the  merits.  People  ex 
rel.  Church  v.  Swp^s  of  jAUegcmy  Co.  15  Wend.  198 ;  Peo- 
ple ex  rd.  Agnew  v.  New  Yorhy  2  Hill,  11;  People  ex  rd. 
Onderdonh  t>.  8vpW%  of  Queens  Co.  1  id.  200 ;  People  ex  rd. 
Kilmer  v.  McDonald^  2  Hun,  70;  Sta/te  v,  Lowery^  49  N.  J. 
Law,  891;  State  ex  rd.  Ddl/rymple  v.  Milwaukee  Co.  68  Wis. 
12, 13. 

WiNSLOw,  J.  It  is  quite  apparent  from  the  record  that 
the  main  ground  upon  which  the  relators  relied  to  support 
their  claim  that  the  highway  in  question  was  never  legally 
vacated  was  the  fact  that  the  village  of  South  Milwaukee 
had  been  incorporated  by  order  of  the  circuit  court  under 
the  provisions  of  sees.  854-866,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.,  which 
provisions  were  pronounced  unconstitutional  by  this  court 
in  the  case  of  In  re  North  Milwaukee^  93  Wis.  616,  because 
they  attempted  to  delegate  legislative  power  to  the  circuit 
courts.  Since  that  decision,  the  legislature,  by  ch.  5,  Laws 
of  189Y,  has  passed  an  act  legalizing  the  incorporation  of  all 
such  defectively  incorporated  villages,  and  attempting  to 
legalize,  ratify,  and  confirm  all  the  corporate  acts  of  such  vil- 
lages and  their  oflBcers.  The  legislature  having  the  exclusive 
power  to  create  such  corporations  in  the  first  instance,  it  is 
difficult  to  see  why  it  may  not  validate  defectively  incorpo- 
rated villages,  and  the  acts  of  their  officers,  when  no  vested 
right  is  interfered  with.  Single  v.  Ma/rathon  Co.  38  Wis. 
363. 

There  arises,  however,  at  the  threshold  of  this  case,  an  ob- 
jection which  necessitates  affirmance  of  the  order  quashing 
the  writ,  regardless  of  all  questions  upon  the  merits.  The 
action  was  brought  to  review  the  alleged  illegal  acts  of  the 
village  board  of  trustees,  and  the  writ  should  have  been  di- 
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rected  to,  and  served  upon,  the  board  whose  acts  are  attacked, 
and  not  upon  the  clerk.  This  doctrine  has  been  held  in  a 
series  of  decisions  in  this  coort.  State  ex  rd.  OUmger  v,  Manir 
towoo^  92  Wis.  546,  and  cases  cited.  In  this  case  it  was  said : 
"  If  misdirected,  the  writ  must  be  superseded  or  quashed. 
The  court  acquires  no  jurisdiction  by  it."  In  State  ex  rel.  Tib- 
bite  V.  Mikomtkee^  86  Wis.  3Y6,  where  a  writ  of  certiorari 
seeking  to  review  acts  of  the  common  council  had  been  di- 
rected to  the  city  of  Milwaukee  and  to  the  city  clerk,  it  was 
said  that  the  court  could  not  review  the  proceedings  of  the 
council,  because  the  vmt  was  not  directed  to  the  body  or 
board  whose  acts  were  sought  to  be  reviewed  by  it;  and, 
further,  that  the  writ  cannot  go  to  a  mere  ministerial  officer 
save  in  exceptional  cases,  "  as  where  the  body  or  board  whose 
acts  are  sought  to  be  reviewed  is  not  a  continuing  one,  or  has 
ceased  to  exist,  and  such  ministerial  officer  has  proper  cus- 
tody  of  the  record  or  proceeding."  So,  in  the  present  case, 
it  appearing  by  the  relation  that  the  proceedings  of  a  village 
board  are  sought  to  be  reviewed,  it  must  further  appear  that 
such  village  board  has  ceased  to  exist,  in  order  to  justify  the 
issuance  of  a  writ  to  the  clerk  of  the  board.  Not  only  is 
there  no  allegation  of  this  kind,  but  the  writ  is  directed  to 
McGovem  as  "village  clerk  of  the  village  of  South  Milwau- 
kee, in  the  county  of  Milwaukee,"  thus  unequivocally  recog- 
nizing the  existence  of  the  village  organization  at  that  time. 
Furthermore,  the  respondent  states  in  his  return  under  oath 
that  since  the  service  of  the  writ  the  said  village  of  South 
Milwaukee  has  duly  organized  as  a  city,  and  that  the  village 
no  longer  has  any  existence.  Thus  it  affirmatively  appears, 
both  by  the  relation  and  by  the  return,  that  the  village  ex- 
isted when  the  action  was  commenced,  and,  presumptively, 
that  a  village  board  then  existed.  If  such  was  the  fact,  then 
under  the  rules  laid  down  in  the  cases  above  cited  the  court 
acquired  no  power  or  jurisdiction  to  review  the  proceedings, 
of  the  board  by  the  issuance  of  a  writ  to  the  clerk. 
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It  may  be  urged  that  the  clerk  has  waived  this  objection 
by  making  a  motion  to  quash,  based  in  part  upon  the  ground 
that  before  service  of  the  writ  the  village  of  South  Milwau- 
kee had  ceased  to  exist;  but,  as  the  question  is  one  of  juris- 
diction of  the  subject  matter,  such  jurisdiction  cannot  be 
conferred,  nor  the  absence  of  it  waived,  even  by  consent  of 
the  clerk.  The  existence  of  the  village  organization  appears 
by  the  relation,  the  writ,  and  by  the  return,  and  this  must 
be  held  to  be  conclusive  of  the  fact.  The  motion  to  quash 
is  based  upon  the  record  and  the  facts  therein  shown.  It  is 
no  part  of  its  office  either  to  add  to  or  subtract  from  those 
facts.  It  is,  in  effect,  a  demurrer  questioning  the  legal  suffi- 
ciency of  the  facts  appearing  in  the  record,  and  can  go  no 
further.    State  ex  rel.  Anderson  v.  Tvrame^  70  Wis.  627. 

It  was  argued  that  the  motion  to  quash  was  made  too  late, 
but  this  contention  is  directly  ruled  against  in  State  ex  rd, 
Cameron  v.  Roberts^  87  Wis.  292. 

We  conclude  that  the  writ  was  properly  quashed  on  the 
ground  stated,  if  upon  no  other  ground. 

By  the  Court. —  Order  affirmed. 


LoGEMAim  and  another,  Kespondents,  vs.  Patjlt,  Appellant. 

September  SJ^— October  11, 1898. 

Damages:  Delay  in  performing  contract:  Modification  of  referee^ 8  find- 
ing: Evidence. 

The  question  being  as  to  the  amount  of  damages  sustained  by  reason 
of  a  delay  in  performing  a  contract  to  furnish  a  boiler  for  a  vessel, 
it  is  hdd,  upon  the  evidence,  that  it  was  error  for  the  trial  court  to 
modify  the  report  of  a  referee  by  reducing  the  award  of  damages 
from  (20  to  $10  per  day  during  the  time  the  use  of  the  vessel  was 
lost 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county:  Geo.  E.  Sdtheeland,  Judge.     lievereed. 
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The  oause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief  of 
Austin  <&  FeKr^  and  for  the  respondents  on  that  of  WvnJdery 
Flanders^  Smithy  Bottwm,  <b  Vilas. 

PiNNBY,  J.  This  action  was  brought  to  recover  $2,400, 
the  price  of  a  marine  boiler,  and  $826.1Y  for  work  and  labor 
done  and  materials  furnished  therefor,  which  constituted  the 
second  cause  of  action.  As  to  the  second  cause  of  action 
the  defendant  admitted  an  indebtedness  of  $634.87,  denying 
the  remainder,  while  as  to  the  first  ho  admitted  the  whole 
thereof,  but  alleged  a  counterclaim  by  reason  of  delay  in 
finishing  the  boiler.  There  was  a  trial  before  a  referee. 
The  only  material  question  for  review  in  this  court  is  whether 
the  amount  of  damages  awarded  to  the  defendant  on  his 
counterclaim  for  delay  in  furnishing  the  boiler  was  erro- 
neous, as  being  too  low.  The  referee  found  that  the  plaint- 
iffs sold,  furnished,  and  delivered  materials  to  the  defendant 
and  performed  work  and  labor  for  him  on  and  between  May 
1,  1895,  and  September  1, 1895,  of  the  value  of  $826.17. 
This  was  the  purport  of  the  fourth  finding  of  the  referee, 
and  it  was  excepted  to  as  being  contrary  to  and  unsupported 
by  the  evidence ;  but  the  exception  fails  to  point  out  the 
item  or  items  excepted  to,  and  it  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  seriously  pressed. 

The  third  and  fourth  assignments  of  error  relate  to  the 
damages  to  the  defendant  upon  his  counterclaim  by  reason 
of  want  of  timely  completion  of  the  boiler.  By  the  contract 
it  was  to  be  ready  for  delivery  April  1, 1895.  It  was  not  so 
ready,  and  the  referee  found  it  was  delivered  June  22, 1895, 
and  that  defendant  lost  the  use  of  his  steamer  "  Westover  "  for 
eighty-two  days  in  consequence  of  this  delay.  The  respond- 
ents claim  that  it  should  be  at  least  twenty-five  days  less, 
but  the  court  affirmed  the  referee  on  this  point,  and  it  was 
also  found  that  the  delay  was  not  waived  by  the  defendant. 
It  appears  that  the  boiler  was  ordered  for  use  in  one  of  two 
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boats  operated  by  the  defendant,  namely,  either  the  "West- 
over"  or  the  "A.  T.  Bliss,"  both  of  which  were  used  by  defend- 
ant for  transporting  lumber  and  other  freight  to  and  from 
different  ports  upon  the  lakes.  The  referee  found  that  by 
reason  of  the  plaintiffs'  failure  to  deliver  said  boiler  at  the 
time  specified  in  the  contract,  defendant  was  deprived  of 
the  use  of  the  steamer  "  Westover  "  for  a  period  of  eighty- 
two  days,  and  that  a  fair  reasonable  rental  value  of  said 
steamer  during  the  time  the  defendant  was  so  deprived  of 
her  use  was  $20  a  day,  amounting  to  $1,640,  and  that  the 
defendant  was  entitled  to  offset  against  the  amount  due  to 
the  plaintiff  for  the  purchase  price  of  said  boiler  an4  the 
extra  work  aforesaid  the  said  sum  of  $1,640,  the  damages 
aforesaid,  and  that  the  plaintiffs  were  entitled  to  judgment 
against  the  defendant  for  the  sum  of  $1,586.17,  with  inter- 
est from  September  1, 1895. 

The  trial  court,  on  motion  to  review  and  set  aside  the  re- 
port upon  the  question  of  the  amount  of  damages  the  de- 
fendant was  entitled  to  recover  on  his  counterclaim,  applied 
the  rule  in  Shepq/rd  v.  Jfihoaukee  G.  L,  Go.  15  Wis.  818-329, 
affirmed  in  Poposkey  v.  Munhwitz,  68  Wis.  322,  that  "  value  " 
and  "  net  profits,"  in  such  cases,  are  oonverLible  terms,  and 
that  profits  lost  are  recoverable  "  when  they  are  not  so  con- 
jectural and  remote  as  to  be  incapable  of  ascertainment  with 
reasonable  certainty ; "  that  what  the  defendant  might  liave 
made  out  of  his  boat  for  the  eighty-two  days  was  what  he 
had  lost,  whether  it  was  called  "  value,"  "  rental  value,"  or 
^'  net  profits,"  all  of  which  terms,  in  such  connection,  mean 
the  same  thing;  and,  on  the  ground  that  the  defendant's 
evidence  on  the  subject  was  conjectural  and  uncertain,  re- 
duced the  sum  of  $20  per  day  for  damages  for  loss  of  the 
use  of  the  boat  to  $10,  making  the  entire  allowance  on  that 
ground  $820,  instead  of  $1,640.  The  report  was  thus  modi- 
fied, and  judgment  was  entered  thereon  accordingly,  as 

stated. 

Vol.  100—43 
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The  evidence,  expert  and  otherwise,  on  the  subject  of  the 
defendant's  damages  by  reason  of  having  been  deprived  of 
the  use  of  the  "Westover"  for  the  period  of  eighty-two 
days,  took  a  wide  range,  and  cannot  well  be  condensed  so 
as  to  be  either  instructive  or  useful.  It  involved  no  legal 
principle,  and  none  appears  to  haye  been  argued  in  conneo- 
tion  with  it.  It  was  a  question  of  fact,  and  of  the  deduc- 
tion or  conclusion  the  evidence  would  warrant.  It  appeared 
that  the  defendant  had  invested  large  sums  of  money  in 
vessel  property  on  the  lake  for  carriage  of  lake  freights, 
and  that  the  boiler  contracted  for  was  designed  and  meant 
for  use  in  the  steam  barge  "  Westover,"  chartered  by  the 
defendant,  and  used  in  connection  with  the  tow  barge  called 
the  "  Bliss,"  of  which  the  plaintiffs  had  knowledge  before 
and  at  the  time  of  the  contract;  and  there  was  evidence 
tending  to  show  that  by  reason  of  failure  to  deliver  the 
boiler  as  agreed  the  defendant's  boats  "Westover"  and 
"  Bliss  "  were  unable  to  carry  cargoes  of  freight,  and  were 
obliged  to  lie  idle  until  August  3,  1895 ;  and  that,  if  the 
plaintiffs  had  delivered  the  boiler  as  agreed,  the  defendant 
would  and  could  have  carried  freight  and  cargoes  during 
the  months  of  April,  May,  June,  July,  and  part  of  August; 
that  the  defendant,  by  reason  of  the  failure  of  the  plaintiffs 
to  so  deliver  the  boiler,  was  deprived  of  the  use  of  said 
boats,  and  the  income  thereof,  and  it  was  claimed  that  the 
reasonable  value  of  the  use  of  said  boats  during  said  period 
was  $5,100.  It  was  admitted  that  at  the  time  the  contract 
was  executed  the  plaintiffs  knew  the  boilers  were  designed 
for  use  in  one  of  defendant's  boats.  The  evidence  shows 
that  the  boiler  wa^  not  set  out  of  the  plaintiff's  shop  until 
June  2G,  1895,  and  that  when  it  was  set  out  it  was  simply 
the  shell  of  the  boiler,  with  none  of  the  fixtures  and  other 
appliances  complete,  as  required  by  government  regulations, 
agreed  to  be  furnished  and  attached  to  it,  ready  for  water 
and  steam  pipes ;  and  there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  evi- 
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dence  that  the  time  in  which  the  work  was  to  have  been 
completed  was  extended  beyond  April  1st. 

In  respect  to  the  rental  value  of  a  boat  of  the  size,  char- 
acter, and  construction  of  the  "  Westover,"  with  and  without 
the  services  of  the  tow  barge,  much  testimony  was  produced. 
E.  G.  Crosby  testified  that  he  had  been  in  the  steamboat  and 
transportation  business  for  twenty  years'  and  upwards,  and 
was  then  the  principal  owner  of  the  Crosby  Transportation 
Company;  knew  the  steamer  "  Westover,"  and  that  during 
the  months  of  April,  May,  June,  and  July,  1895,  its  fair  rental 
value  was  $40  per  day,  and  that  the  fair  rental  value  during 
the  same  period  of  the  "  Westover  "  and  "  Bliss  "  would  be 
$55  per  day.  He  said  that  this  estimate  was  for  the  entire 
period,  and  not  for  a  single  day.  He  explained  that  what 
he  meant  by  rental  value  was  what  the  boat  would  fetch 
outside  of  the  crew  and  fuel, — in  other  words,  what  the 
bare  boat  was  worth ;  and  he  testified  that  boats  were  fre- 
quently rented,  and  that  he  did  not  think  the  sum  mentioned 
by  him  was  any  too  large  for  the  boat.  On  re-examination 
he  testified  that  a  boat  like  the  "  Westover  "  would  rent  for 
much  more  than  a  large  boat,  because  of  its  size,  draft,  and 
carrying  capacity;  and  that  the  earlier  part  of  the  season, 
like  the  months  mentioned,  were  better  than  the  latter  part. 
E.  J.  KendaU,  of  Port  Huron,  a  vessel  man  of  long  experi- 
ence, testified  that  his  estimate  for  the  "  Westover"  was  $50 
a  day,  and  with  the  tow  barge  "Bliss"  $10  additional.  He 
also  explained  the  difference  in  boats,  and  why  one  would 
be  of  greater  rental  value  than  another.  He  also  testified 
that  if  the  owner  desired  to  rent  a  boat  like  the  "  Westover  " 
he  could  have  found  lots  of  people  ready  to  rent  it,  because 
she  was  a  desirable  boat,  and  that  he  thought  she  and  the 
"  Bliss  "  could  have  been  rented  for  the  prices  named.  F.  C. 
Maxson,  a  vessel  man  of  experience  in  Milwaukee,  testified 
that  in  his  judgment  the* "Westover"  would  be  worth  $30 
to  $35  per  day.    J.  A.  Calbick,  of  Chicago,  had  sailed  the 
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"  Westover,"  and  had  been  in  the  vessel  business  for  years, 
and  he  testified  that  the  "  Westover  "  would  be  worth  $35  a 
day,  and  the  "  Bliss  "  $10  additional.  'W.  E.  Holmes,  a  ves- 
sel broker  of  Chicago,  testified  that  the  "  Westover "  and 
''  Bliss  "  were  worth  from  $40  to  $50  per  day,  and  that  there 
was  a  good  demand  for  vessels  of  this  character  during  the 
period  named. 

On  the  part  of  the  plaintiffs,  in  rebuttal,  Charles  G.  Fors- 
ter  testified  that  he  was  in  the  lumber  business  in  Milwau- 
kee, and  operated  vessels  in  that  business  since  1892;  that 
freight  rates  on  lumber  between  April  and  July,  1895,  were 
from  $1.12J^  to  $1 ;  that  the  general  demand  for  lumber  car- 
rying vessels  at  that  time  was  light,  and  he  never  heard  of 
the  rental  of  steamboats  during  that  period;   that  all  he 
knew  was  of  a  certain  boat  rented  by  the  Schroeder  Lum- 
ber Company  as  a  tow,  but  had  not  heard  of  the  renting  of 
any  steamboat;  that  it  would  be  hard  for  him  to  say,  as 
rates  went,  what  the  earning  capacity  of  the  "  Westover  " 
would  be  during  that  period;  that  that  would  depend  on 
whether  there  was  a  steady  run  or  not;  that  it  might  have 
made,  during  the  time  mentioned,  $1,200.    George  D.  Sher- 
iffs testified  that  he  was  secretary  of  the  Western  Malleable 
&  Gray  Iron  Company,  and  had  had  business  which  brought 
him  in  connection  with  shipping  in  1895;  that  he  was  posted 
on  the  freight  rates  from  Menominee  to  Chicago;  that  lum- 
ber was  cr-rried  on  the  steamer  "Joyce  "  from  these  ports; 
that  the  carrying  capacity  of  the  "Westover,"  which  was 
an  iron  boat,  was  about  50,000  feet  more  than  that  of  the 
"Joyce,"  which  was  a  wooden  one;  that  he  should  say  the 
rental  value  of  such  a  boat  during  that  period  would  not  be 
very  much  because  of  the  low  rates  of  freight,  and  that,  if 
the  ovvner  of  the  boat  should  receive  $200  a  month,  that 
would  be  getting  good  pay  during  that  period.     There  was 
testimony  of  various  witnesses  in  reply  to  and  explanation 
of  the  testimony  given  in  support  of  the  claim  for  damages, 
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and  of  other  facts  and  circnrastances,  from  which  it  was 
claimed  that  the  lower  estimates  for  rental  were  sustained, 
and  that,  notwithstanding  the  alleged  buoyancy  of  business 
in  1893  and  1894,  testified  to  by  some  of  the  witnesses,  the 
"  Westover"  was  condemned  on  account  of  a  defective  boiler 
and  other  needed  repairs,  August  5, 1893,  and  she  had  to  be 
towed  home  to  Milwaukee;  and  there  was  no  claim  that 
there  was  anything  done  to  her  by  way  of  repair  before  the 
contract  for  a  new  boiler  was  made,  Januaiy  31, 1895,  and 
that  she  was  idle  at  the  docks  in  Milwaukse  river  from 
August,  1893,  till  August,  1895. 

The  case,  so  far  as  we  are  able  to  see,  was  one  of  protracted 
delay  in  performing  an  important  contract,  seriously  affect- 
ing the  defendant  in  the  use  of  his  boats  for  a  period  of 
eighty -two  days,  and  materially  reducing  his  profits  in  the 
use  to  which  they  were  adapted,  and  to  which  they  would 
have  been  devoted.  In  view  of  the  facts  and  circumstances 
appearing  in  the  record,  we  think  that  the  trial  court  erred 
in  modifying  the  referee's  report  by  reducing  the  award  of 
damages  to  the  defendant  from  $20  per  day,  or  the  gross  sum 
of  $1,640,  to  $10  per  day,  or  $820,  for  the  eighty-two  days 
during  which  the  plaintiffs  failed  to  make  timely  perform- 
ance of  their  contract  to  complete  and  deliver  the  boiler  in 
question.  For  this  reason  the  judgment  of  the  superior  court 
must  be  reversed,  and  the  cause  remanded  to  that  court  with 
directions  to  set  aside  said  modification  of  the  referee's  re- 
port, and  to  allow  the  defendant's  said  damages  at  the  sum 
of  $1,640,  as  reported  and  found  by  the  referee,  and  then 
give  judgment  on  said  report  accordingly. 

By  the  Court —  Judgment  is  ordered  accordingly. 
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GoESEL,  Respondent,  vs.  Davis,  Appellant. 

September  $4— October  11, 1898. 

Practice:  Questions  for  special  verdict:  Instructions  to  fury:  Evidence 

Husband  and  wife:  Agency, 

1.  A  question  proposed  for  special  yerdict,  compound  in  form  and  caU 

ing  for  a  direct  affirmative  or  negative  answer,  which  would  not 
determine  anything,  is  properly  rejected. 

2,  Where  the  special  verdict  covers  all  the  issuable  facts,  the  rejection 

of  a  proposed  question  is  not  error. 

8.  Where  there  is  to  be  a  special  verdict,  the  right  to  recover  being  a 
matter  of  law  to  be  determined  by  the  court  on  the  facts  found, 
instructions  to  the  jury  may  properly  be  limited  to  the  particular 
questions,  and  no  general  instructions  be  given. 

4  To  render  a  wife  competent  to  testify  in  behalf  of  her  husband  to  a 
transaction  in  respect  to  which  she  acted  as  his  agents  her  author- 
ity as  agent  and  the  scope  of  it  should  be  made  to  appear;  and  her 
testimony  should  be  confined  within  that  scopes 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county:  D.  H.  Johnson,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

Action  to  recover  $1,400  and  interest  claimed  to  be  due 
plaintiff  from  defendant  on  a  sale  of  land.  It  was  admitted 
that  plaintiff  sold  the  lands  for  $1,475,  $75  of  which  was 
paid  down.  Plaintiff  claimed  the  balance  was  to  be  paid 
in  one  year  without  interest,  while  defendant  claimed  that 
it  was  paid  when  the  deed  was  delivered,  by  $1,400  par 
value  in  the  stock  of  the  Caledonia  Land  Company.  There 
was  no  question  on  the  evidence  but  that  the  stock  was  de- 
livered to  the  plaintiff,  but  he  claimed  it  was  turned  out  as 
socurity  for  the  $1,400.  The  sole  contested  question  was 
whether  the  stock  was  turned  out  in  payment  for  the  land 
or  as  security  for  payment  of  $1,400  in  one  year.  A  special 
verdict  was  rendered  at  the  request  of  the  defendant.  The 
issues  were  found  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff.  Judgment  was 
rendered  accordingly,  and  defendant  appealed. 
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For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  hjW.J.di  J,  H.  Tv/r- 
ner^  and  oral  argument  by  W.  J,  Turner.  They  argued, 
among  other  things,  that  the  wife  can  only  be  permitted  to 
testify,  when  the  husband  is  a  party,  because  of  an  excep- 
tion to  the  general  rule.  In  order  to  qualify  her,  and  before 
her  evidence  should  be  taken  at  all,  her  agency  in  the  trans- 
action must  be  established.  Jones,  Ev.  §  Y59 ;  Bartlett  v. 
Cloughy  94  Wis.  196 ;  Cfibis  v.  JBblwmbj  1  id.  23 ;  Ohimot  v. 
Larson^  43  id.  536;  Marsh  v.  Pugh^  id.  597;  Hazer  v.  Streichj 
92  id.  505.  The  testimony  must  be  shown  to  be  within  the 
ficope  of  the  agency.  Chunot  v.  La/raon^  43  Wis.  536;  Hazer 
V.  Streichj  92  id.  505.  The  agency  of  the  wife  cannot  be  es- 
tablished by  her  own  testimony.  Jones,  Ev.  §  256;  9  Am. 
&  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  840. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  K»  ShoAJDvaai. 

Maeshall,  J.  There  was  evidence  tending  to  show  that, 
defendant  was  represented  by  one  Ganing  in  making  the 
trade  with  plaintiff.  The  scope  of  the  agent's  authority  was 
called  in  question.  On  that  the  court  was  requested  to  sub- 
mit to  the  jury  the  following  question :  "  Was  Ganing  au- 
thorized by  the  defendant  to  buy  the  plaintiff's  property  for 
cash  or  was  his  authority  limited  to  trading  of  land  stock?'' 
The  request  was  refused,  and  that  is  assigned  as  error.  The 
ruling  was  proper  because  of  the  form  of  the  question,  if  for 
no  other  reason.  It  called  for  a  direct  answer  in  either  the 
aflBrmative  or  negative.  Such  an  answer  would  not  have 
determined  anything.  The  question,  if  submitted  and  an- 
swered would  have  been,  in  effect,  that  the  agent  was  au- 
thorized to  do  one  or  the  other  of  two  things,  but  which  of 
the  two  would  have  remained  undetermined.  Questions  for 
a  special  verdict  should  be  plain,  single,  and  each  so  worded 
as  to  cover  some  fact  in  issue,  or  some  fact  properly  issuable 
under  the  pleadings,  and  requisite  to  a  determination  of  the 
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controversy  between  the  parties.  Elerhardt  v.  Sanger^  51 
Wis.  72;  Jewell  v.  G,,  St.  P.  cfe  M,  JR.  Co.  64  Wis.  610;  iTto- 
chinshi  v.  Shores  L.  Co.  93  Wis.  417.  A  compound  question 
calling  for  a  direct  affirmative  or  negative  answer,  where 
either  may  be  favorable  or  unfavorable  to  either  party,  has 
been  repeatedly  condemned  by  this  court.  The  question 
under  discussion  clearly  falls  under  that  condemnation. 
Moreover,  if  the  question  were  properly  framed,  its  rejection 
could  not  be  successfully  assigned  as  error,  because  the  ver- 
dict rendered  clearly  covers  all  the  issuable  facts  in  the  case. 

Error  is  further  assigned  on  the  refusal  to  give  certain 
general  instructions  as  to  the  law  governing  the  right  of 
plaintiff  to  recover.  Such  instructions  were  not  applicable 
to  a  special  verdict,  and  were  properly  rejected  on  that 
ground.  Where  there  is  such  a  verdict,  the  right  to  recover 
being  one  of  law  to  be  determined  by  the  court  on  the  facts 
found,  instructions  may  properly  be  limited  to  the  particu- 
lar questions,  and  no  general  instructions  whatever  be  given. 
Bums  V.  North  Chicago  R.  M.  Co.  60  Wis.  541. 

It  is  further  assigned  as  error  that  the  plaintiff's  wife  was 
permitted  to  testify,  against  objection,  to  a  conversation  be- 
tween herself  and  defendant,  by  which  means  she  was  able 
to  state,  substantially,  what  her  view  of  the  contract  was  be- 
tween plaintiff  and  defendant.  No  theory  is  apparent  as 
to  what  influenced  the  trial  court  to  permit  that  evidence, 
unless  it  be  that  the  rule  applied,  allowing  a  husband  or  wife 
who  is  the  agent  of  the  other  in  respect  to  a  business  trans- 
action, to  testify  thereto  within  the  scope  of  such  agency. 
That  she  was  incompetent  to  testify  on  any  other  ground  is 
too  clear  to  require  consideration  or  discussion.  To  render 
her  competent  to  testify  on  such  ground,  her  authority  as 
agent,  and  the  scope  of  it,  should  have  been  made  to  appear, 
and  her  testimony  have  been  confined  within  that  scope. 
No  authority  whatever  is  shown  here  for  plaintiff's  wife  to 
act  as  his  agent,  except  the  mere  fact  that  she  was  "  sent  to 
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defendant."  What  she  was  sent  for  is  left  entirely  to  con- 
jecture, and  that  cannot  reasonably  reach  beyond  a  mere 
demand  for  payment  of  the  money  claimed.  That  such  was- 
not  the  real  purpose,  however,  of  producing  the  wife  as  a 
witness,  appears  quite  conclusively,  because  proof  of  a  de- 
mand was  of  no  consequence,  except  as  bearing  on  the  right 
to  recover  interest,  and  because  plaintiff  had  previously  tes- 
tified to  such  demand,  and  it  was  plain  that  such  circum- 
stance was  not  expected  to  be  controverted  in  the  case.  Then 
again,  no  question  was  asked  of  the  witness  indicating  a  pur- 
pose to  obtain  testimony  on  the  subject  of  a  demand.  The 
whole  situation  shows  that  the  real  purpose  was  to  get  be- 
fore the  jury  the  wife's  impressions  of  what  the  truth  was  aa 
regards  the  contract,  the  evidence  showing  that  she  was  pres- 
ent when  it  was  made;  and  that  purpose  was  pretty  effectu- 
ally accomplished,  in  a  manner  quite  likely  to  prejudice  the 
jury  against  the  defendant.  The  result  could  hardly  have 
been  different  from  the  loose  way  the  witness  was  permitted 
to  testify.  "Without  any  preliminary  evidence  showing  the 
scope  of  her  competency,  or  really  her  competency  to  testify 
at  all,  she  was  allowed  to  answer  this  question:  "  You  may 
state  what  conversation  took  place  between  you  and  Mr, 
Davis  relative  to  this  matter  ?  "  Also  the  following  question 
propounded  by  the  court:  "Go  on  and  state  all  that  was 
said  there  ?  "  Those  questions  were  broad  enough  to  enable 
the  witness  to  state  her  version  of  the  contract  made  in  her 
presence  between  the  parties,  in  the  event  of  its  having  been 
a  subject  of  discussion  at  the  time  of  the  conversation,  and 
the  situation  was  such  as  to  naturally  have  suggested  that 
it  was  so  discussed.  The  court  should  have  observed  that, 
and  restricted  the  inquiry  within  such  narrow  limits  that  it 
could  not  go  beyond  at  least  a  demand  for  payment.  The 
rule  allowing  a  wife  or  husband  to  testify  to  transactions  in 
which  the  one  acts  as  agent  for  the  other  arises  out  of  the 
necessities  of  the  situation,  and  should  be  closely  guarded  on 
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account  of  the  temptation  to  false  swearing  which  such  a 
situation  presents.  Before  such  testimony  should  be  allowed, 
the  necessity  for  it,  and  all  the  circumstances  requisite  to 
bring  it  clearly  within  the  exception  to  the  general  rule  ex- 
<5luding  the  testimony  of  husband  or  wife,  should  be  shown, 
and  questions  should  then  be  so  framed  as  to  confine  the 
evidence  within  its  legitimate  limits.  When  the  real  con- 
troversy between  the  parties  is  not  a  matter  to  which  the 
agency  applies,  a  broad  question,  such  as  "  state  what  was 
said  relative  to  this  matter,"  could  hardly  result  otherwise 
than  prejudicially,  as  it  clearly  did  in  this  case,  and  for 
which  the  judgment  must  be  reversed. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Mil- 
waukee county  is  reversed,  and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new 
triaL 


INDEX. 


Acx:;oMMODATiON  Paper.    See  Bills  and  Notes,  SL 
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Accounts  of  executoia    See  Coxtbts,  6. 

ACmON. 

Cause  of  Action,  See  Agency,  1.  Attorneys.  Chattel  Mortgages,  2. 
Common  Schools.  Contracts,  1,  a  Counties.  Damages,  1. 
Equity,  1.  Fraud,  a  Insurance,  12,  13.  Joint  Debtors,  2. 
Master  and  Servant,  5,  7.  Municipal  Corporations,  4-13,  28. 
Negligence,  2,  3.  Partnership,  8,  6.  Pleading,  2.  Railroads, 
22.  Sale  op  Chattels.  Tenants  in  Common.  Voluntary  As- 
signment, 4,  5.    Waters,  2,  6,  8.    Wili^  1. 

Conditions  precedent    See  Insurance,  12, 18. 

By  whom  to  be  brought — Who  may  maintain.  See  Parties.  Surety- 
ship, 2. 

At  law  or  in  equity  f  See  Costs,  t  Partnership,  6*  7.  Voluntary 
Assignment,  4. 

To  exclude  the  exercise  of  the  equitable  functions  of  the  court  on 
the  ground  that  there  is  a  remedy  at  law,  that  remedy  must  be  as 
practicable  and  efficient  to  the  ends  of  justice  and  its  prompt  ad- 
ministration as  the  remedy  in  equity.    Miller  v.  Drane,  1 

Tart  or  contract  f    See  Contracts,  1.    Fraud,  a 

Election  of  remedies.  See  Joint  Debtors,  2.  Voluntary  Assign- 
ment, 4. 

Joinder  of  causes  of  action.    See  Damages,  1. 

In  what  court  to  be  brought    See  Courts,  1-6.    Wills,  !• 

Limitations,    See  Limitation  of  AenoNS. 

Administrators  and  Executors.    See  Courts,  1-d    Insurancb,  2,  8. 

Wills. 

ADVERSE  POSSESSION. 

See  BOXTNDARIES. 

1.  Possession  b^  one  tenant  in  common,  adverse  to  a  third  person,  is 

the  possession  of  all  the  ootenanta     WoUman  v.  Ruehle,  81 

2.  Proof  of  uninterrupted,  open,  and  exclusive  possession  of  land  for  a 

period  of  over  twenty  years,  by  one  not  owning  the  legal  title  and 
his  privies,  if  unexplained,  establishes  the  fact  of  adverse  possession 
from  .the  beginning.  Ibid, 

Age  of  female:  Evidence.    See  Criminal  Law,  4^ 
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AGENCY. 
See  Evidence,  5.   Fraud,  3.  Municipal  Corporations,  13.  Suretyship. 

1.  One  who  employs  an  agent  to  sell  a  particular  tract  of  land  is  not 

responsible  for  false  representations  made  by  such  agent  respect- 
ing the  organization  and  stock  of  a  corporation  formed  to  purcnase 
the  land,  with  wliich  the  j^rincipal  has  nothing  to  da  JSoyer  r. 
LMdingion,  441 

2.  An  allegation  in  a  complaint  that  certain  acts  of  an  a^nt  were 

within  the  apparent  scope  of  his  employment  is  a  conclusion  of  law» 
and  therefore  not  admitted  by  a  demurrer  ore  tenus.  IbicL 

Amendment. 
Of  statutes.    See  Jurors,  1.    Mitnigipal  Corporations^  3.    Stat- 
utes, 2. 
Of  by-la wa    See  Insurance,  S, 
Of  pleading.    See  New  Trial,  2-4. 

APPEAL  AND  ERROR 

From  what  appeal  may  he  taken.    See  Railroads,  12l 

1.  Under  the  statute  (Laws  of  1897,  ch.  183)  prohibiting  appeals,  except 

on  the  certificate  of  the  trial  court  submitting  difficult  Questions 
of  law  for  decision,  where  the  amount  involved  is  less  than  $100 
exclusive  of  costs,  the  "  amoimt  involved  "  refers  to  the  amount  in 
dispute  as  the  case  stands  in  the  appellate  court,  without  r^;ard 
to  the  amount  of  the  judgment  appealed  from  or  that  cl^m^  in 
the  pleadings.    Henk  v.  Baumann,  28 

2,  If  the  amount  claimed  be  over  $100,  but  the  opposite  party  admits  a 

part,  leaving  less  than  $100  in  dispute,  then  the  amount  involved 
is  less  than  $100,  within  the  meaning  of  the  appeal  statute.    Ibid, 

8.  An  order,  made  before  the  entry  of  judgment,  |)erinitting  a  defendant 
who  was  in  default  to  answer,  upon  condition  that  ne  file  an  un- 
dertaking to  pay  any  judgment  that  might  be  recovered  i^gainst 
him  in  tne  action,  is  not  appealable  under  sea  3069,  R.  S.  1878,  as 
amended  by  ch.  SiBO,  Laws  of  1897.  Central  National  Bank  v. 
Brand,  6^ 

Jurisdiction  of  appeal:  Dismissal    See  Appeal,  7.    Elections,  1. 

4.  Where  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  of  an  appeal,  a  dismissal  must 

follow,  whether  a  motion  be  made  to  that  effect  or  not,  under  the 
rule  that  consent  or  waiver  cannot  confer  jurisdiction  of  the  sub^ 
ject  matter.    Henk  v,  Baumann,  28 

Same:  Insolvency  of  corporation  appellant. 

5.  The  insolvency  of  a  corporation  and  the  appointment  of  a  receiver 

for  it  do  not,  ipso  facto,  operate  as  a  dissolution,  and  therefore  af- 
ford no  ground  for  the  dismissal  of  an  appeal  taken  in  its  name. 
Stolze  V,  manitoxjooc  Terminal  Co,  208 

Notice  of  appeal:  Defects, 

6.  Where  the  supreme  court  is  the  only  court  to  which  an  appeal  could 

be  taken,  a  notice  of  appeal  is  effectual  although  it  faiis  to  state 
to  what  court  the  appeal  is  taken.    Messm^r  v.  Slock,  664 

Undertaking  on  appeal:  Substitution. 

7.  An  undertaking,  given  on  appeal,  to  pay  the  judgment,  if  affirmed, 

as  w^ell  as  the  costs  and  damages,  although  much  bn»der  thiui  re- 
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quired,  conferred  jurisdiction  of  the  appeal,  and  it  was  therefore 
competent  for  this  court  to  allow  such  undertaking  to  be  with- 
drawn and  a  new  one  substituted.    Stolze  v.  Manitowoc  T.  Co,  208 

Record:  Exceptions:  Questions  revieivecL  See  Landlord  and  Tenant, 
2.    Municipal  Corporations,  23.    Railroads,  13. 

8.  Where  an  opinion  filed  by  the  trial  court  upon  granting  a  motion  for 

a  new  trialis  included  in  the  bill  of  exceptions,  the  reasons  assigned 
are  before  this  court  for  consideration  m  determining  the  correct- 
ness of  the  order.    Becker  v.  Holm,  281 

9.  Where  there  is  no  certificate  that  the  bill  of  exceptions  contains  all 

the  evidence,  and  no  recital  therein  to  that  effect,  there  can  be  no 
review  of  the  evidence  on  appecil,  nor  any  inference  drawn  incon- 
sistent with  the  verdict.    Conatty  v.  Milwaukee  E.  R.  <&  L,  Co.  467 

10.  The  supreme  court  cannot  review  the  evidence  in  a  case  tried  by  the 

court  unless  exceptions  are  taicen  to  the  findings  of  fact  and  i)re- 
served  in  the  bill  of  exceptions.    Lederer  v.  Estate  of  Kohn,       662 

11.  Questions  not  decided  by,  nor  presented  to,  the  trial  court  will  not  be 

reviewed  on  appeaL    Ritter  v.  Bitter,  468 

12.  In  the  absence  of  a  motion  for  a  new  trial  the  supreme  court  cannot 

review  the  evidence  to  determine  whether  it  supports  the  verdict. 
Shores  Lumber  Co,  v.  Starke,  498 

Briefs:  Assignment  of  errors,  etc 

13.  In  the  absence  of  any  assignment  of  errors  and  of  anything  more 

than  general  statements  in  appellant's  brief  that  the  complaint 
fails  to  state  a  cause  of  action  and  that  there  is  a  fatal  variance 
between  the  allegations  and  the  proof,  this  court  declines  to  search 
through  the  record  to  ascertain  wnether  there  are  grounds  for  such 
objections.     Grimm  v.  Washburn,  229 

Affirmance  and  reversed:  Material  and  immaterial  errors.  See  Con- 
tracts, 4  Courts,  4,  5,  7,  8.  Criminal  Law,  2,  9-13.  Elec- 
tions, 1.  Evidence,  8.  Instructions  to  Jury,  1^.  Jurors,  2. 
Master  and  Servant,  2.  NsaLiaENCB,  4.  Practiced  Railroads, 
8,  17,  la    Verdict,  2. 

14.  Failure  to  find  upon  a  particular  point  is  not  a  material  error,  in  the 

absence  of  a  specific  request,  where  the  evidence  upon  that  point 
would  sustain  a  finding  in  accord  with  the  judgment.  First  Nat. 
Bank  v,  Einck,  446 

Disqualification  of  fudge:  Previous  determination  of  same  matter: 
Waiver:  Void  judgment:  Reargument 

15.  In  an  action  to  restrain  the  diversion  of  water  from  a  ditch  or  canal 

on  the  grounds  that  it  was  a  watercourse  and  that  the  right  to  have 
the  water  flow  therein  had  been  acquired  under  a  fully  executed 
oral  contract  with  defendants'  grantors,  an  order  of  the  circuit 
court  sustaining  a  general  demurrer  to  the  complaint  was  reversed 
on  appeal  on  the  ground  that  the  facts  alleged  showed  the  exist- 
ence of  a  natural  watercourse,  but  it  was  not  decided  whether 
plaintiff  had  any  rights  under  the  alleged  contract.  On  the  trial 
before  another  circuit  judge  he  found  that  an  ancient  watercourse 
flowed  in  the  ditch  ana  that  the  oral  contract  had  been  made  and 
executed  as  alleged,  and  gave  judgment  for  the  plaintifl".  On  ap- 
peal from  tliat  judgment  it  was  reversed  on  the  grounds  that  the 
evidence  did  not  show  a  natural  watercourse  and  that  the  contract 
proved  (which  was  the  same  as  that  alleged  in  the  complaint)  was  of 
no  validity.  Hddy  that  in  respect  to  tlie'  contract  this  was  a  de- 
cision of  a  matter  which  had  been  determined  by  the  circuit  judge 
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who  sustained  the  demurrer,  and  henoe  that  he  —  having  since  he- 
oome  a  justice  of  the  supreme  court  —  was  disqualified,  under  sec; 
2580,  R  S.  1878,  to  participate  in  the  decision  involving  that  matter. 
Cassoday,  C.  J.,  and  MABSHAI4L.  J.,  are  of  the  opinion  that  as  to  the 
existence  of  the  watercourse,  also,  the  question  presented  on  the 
appeal  from  the  judgment  was  the  same  as  that  presented  on 
the  earlier  appeal,  and  hence  that  the  judge  from  whom  that  ap- 
peal was  taken  was  disqualified  to  take  part  in  the  decision  of  the 
supreme  court  upon  any  branch  of  the  case  upon  the  later  appeal. 
Case  V,  Hoffman,  814 

1(L  Where  a  judge  disqualified  by  statute  to  take  part  in  the  decision  of 
a  cause  participates  in  the  decision  thereof  —  even  though  he  acts 
simply  as  one  of  a  bench  composed  of  several  judges  —  the  judg- 
ment rendered  is  coram  nonniaice  and  void,  especially  when,  as  in 
this  case,  the  disqualified  juage  gave  the  casting  vote  and  decided 
the  causa  Ibid. 

17.  The  disqualification  of  the  judge  in  such  a  case  cannot  be  waived  or 

removed  even  by  the  express  consent  of  the  partiea  Walker  t». 
Rogarif  1  Wis.  597,  distinguished  and  limited.  Ibid, 

18.  Where,  upon  an  appeal,  the  justices  of  the  supreme  coiurt  who  were 

qualified  to  sit  were  equally  divided,  and  the  deciding  vote  for  re- 
versal was  cast  by  a  justice  disqualified  to  take  part  in  the  decision, 
the  court,  upon  vacating  the  void  judgment  of  reversal,  may  either 
enter  judgment  of  affirmance  or  order  a  reargument.  If  a  reargu- 
ment  is  ordered,  the  case  stands  as  if  no  judgment  had  in  fact  been 
entered.  Ibid, 

Res  adjudicata, 

19.  The  decision  by  the  supreme  court  of  questions  arising  upon  a  gen- 

eral demurrer  to  a  complaint,  so  far  as  it  is  applicable  to  the  facts 
subsequently  established  on  a  trial,  is  the  law  of  the  case  by  which 
the  court  must  be  governed  upon  an  appeal  from  the  jud^ent 
rendered  on  such  trial  Thus,  m  this  case,  the  facts  alleged  m  the 
complaint  having  been  held,  on  appeal  from  an  order  sustaining  a 
demurrer,  to  describe  a  watercourse,  and  the  trial  court  having 
thereafter  found  such  facts  to  exist,  following  closely  the  language 
of  the  complaint  and  of  the  decision  thereon,  the  sufficiency  of  such 
findings,  If  supported  by  the  evidence,  to  establish  the  existence  of 
the  watercourse  is  res  adjudieata  upon  an  appeal  from  the  judg- 
ment entered  thereon.     Case  v,  Hoffman,  314 

Judgment  of  trial  court,  when  affirmed,  becomes  judgment  of  supreme 
court    See  Judgment. 

Mandate  granting  neto  triaJ,  etc    See  New  Trial,  2-4i 

Costs.    See  Elections,  1. 

Appeal  from  common  council    See  Municipal  Corporations,  1^ 

Appeal  to  executive  council  of  benefit  society.    See  Insurance,  12l 

Appealable  Orders.    See  Appeal,  8.    Railroads,  12w 

Application  op  Payments.    See  Pledges,  2.    Joint  Debtors,  3. 

Arguments  to  jury.  See  Criminal  Law,  9,  10.  Instructions  to 
Jury,  !• 

ASSAULT  AND  BATTERY. 

L  In  an  action  for  an  assault  and  battery,  pLiintiff  claimed  that  defend- 
ant had  thrown  him  downstairs.  It  appeared  that  plaintiff  was 
intoxicated  at  the  time,  and  had  been  ordered  to  leave  the  premises 
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of  which  defendant  was  in  charge.  His  account  of  the  manner  in 
which  he  was  injured  was  very  incoherent  and  unsatisfactory,  and 
he  was  corroborated  only  by  one  witness,  whose  admissions  and 
self-contradictions  were  such  that  he  was  entitled  to  very  little 
credit.  On  the  other  hand,  defendant's  testimony  to  the  effect 
that,  after  putting  plaintiff  out  of  an  office,  he  left  him  on  the  plat- 
form outsiae  the  door,  ten  or  twelve  feet  from  the  head  of  the  stairs, 
and  immediately  re-entered  the  room  and  closed  the  door,  was 
corroborated  by  a  large  number  of  apparently  credible  witnesses. 
HeldU  that  a  verdict  in  plaintiff's  favor  should  have  been  set  aside 
as  contrary  to  the  evidence.    Biseivski  v.  Booths  383 

2l  After  properly  instructing  the  jury  in  such  a  case  that  defendant 
had  the  right  to  order  plaintiff  to  leave  the  premises  and  to  use 
such  force  as  might  be  reasonably  necessary  to  expel  him  if  he  re- 
fused to  go  or  resisted,  and  that  defendant  would  not  be  liable  for 
"^  any  unavoidable  accident  resulting  therefrom  and  from  the  resist- 
ance, it  was  error  for  the  trial  judge  to  add  that  he  found  no  evi- 
dence that  the  accident  resulted  from  plaintiff's  resistance;  that 
there  was  no  pretense  that  plaintiff  offered  any  resistance  to  being 
thrown  downstairs  or  that  he  was  injured  by  being  thrown  out  of 
the  door;  and  that  while  the  instruction  previously  given  was  good 
law,  it  seemed  to  him  that  there  was  no  evidence  to  which  it  could 
apply, —  the  implication  clearly  being  tliat  the  plaintiff  was  in  fact 
thrown  downstaira  IbidL 

Assessments.    See  Insttrance,  9, 10. 

Assignment. 
Of  stock.    See  BuiLDmo  Associations,  6b 
Of  right  of  action.    See  Suretyship,  2. 
For  benefit  of  creditors.    See  Voluntast  Assiqnhent. 

Assxthption  of  debt8»  eta    See  Corporations. 

Assumption  of  risk.    See  Master  and  Servant,  6.    Railroads,  14 

ATTACHMENT. 

See  CoNSTiTunoNAii  Law,  2.    Damages,  4 

Sea  2747,  S.  &  R  Ann.  Stats.,  does  not  require  the  defendant  to  plead 
a  claim  |or  damages  resulting  from  attachment  of  his  properly,  but 
leaves  the  procedure  to  the  sound  discretion  of  the  court.  The 
trial  of  the  issue  as  to  such  damages  together  with  the  main  issue 
in  this  case  is  held  not  to  have  been  an  abuse  of  discretion;  but  tht> 
better  practice,  it  is  said,  would  be  to  try  the  main  issue  first,  and 
then,  if  the  defendant  succeeds,  to  take  up  and  dispose  of  his  claim 
for  damages.     Union  Nat  Bank  v,  Cro88,  174 

ATTORNEYS  AT  LAW. 

See  Criminal  Law,  9, 10.    New  Triai^  4i 

If  an  attorney  is  fairly  capacitated  to  discharge  the  duties  ordinarily 
incumbent  upon  one  of  his  profession,  and  acts  with  a  proper  de- 
gree of  attention,  and  with  reasonable  care,  and  to  the  best  of  his 
skill  and  knowledge,  he  will  not  be  responsible  for  an  injury  to 
his  client  from  his  errors  or  mistakes.    MaJone  v,  Oerthf  165 

AuDirma  Board.    See  Counties,  4,  6. 

Ballots:  Form.    See  Elections,  1-4. 

Banks  and  Bankinq.    See  Contracts,  2. 
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Benefit  Societies.    See  Insubanoe,  8-13. 
Bill  of  EzcEPnONS.    See  Appkat^  8-10. 

BILLS  AND  NOTEa 

See  Chattel  Mortgages,  1.    Pledges,  1.    Joint  Debtors,  %  3b 

!•  In  an  action  upon  promissory  notes,  an  answer  alleging  that,  for  a 
valuable  consideration,  the  time  of  payment  had  been  extended 
beyond  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  action,  should,  on 
plaintiff's  motion,  have  been  made  more  definite  and  certain  by 
stating  whether  the  agreement  of  extension  was  in  writing,  what 
the  consideration  therefor  was,  and  when  it  was  paid.  Union  Nat 
Bank  v.  Cross,  174 

2i  An  oral  agreement  between  the  payee  and  the  makers  of  not^es,  by 
which  the  latter  were  to  turn  over  to  the  payee  a  quantity  of  lum- 
ber and  logs,  and  were  to  saw  the  logs  into  lumber  at  onoe,  and  to 
sell  all  the  lumber  as  fast  as  they  could  in  the  usual  course  of  their 
business  during  the  following  year,  and  apply  the  proceeds  upon 
the  notes,  and  the  payee  was  to  extend  the  time  of  payment  of  the 
notes  until  they  could  be  so  jwdd  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  lumber, 
is  too  indefinite  and  uncertain  as  to  the  time  of  payment  to  consti- 
tute a  valid  extension.  Movlton  v.  Posten,  5'Z  Wis.  169,  distin- 
guished. Ibid. 

&  One  who  in  fact  signed  or  indorsed  commercial  paper  for  the  aooom- 
modation  of  another  may  show  that  fact  by  parol,  in  an  action 
brought  against  him  by  such  other.    Breitengross  v,  Farr,         215 

Board  of  Public  Works.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  6^  7. 

Bonds.    See  Suretyship.    Voluntary  Assignment,  1,  Z. 

BOUNDARIES. 

Although  at  the  time  when  a  fence  was  built  the  exact  location  of 
the  true  boundary  line  was  not  known  by  the  parties,  yet  where 
the  line  of  the  fenoe  was  considered  to  be  such  true  line,  cicquies- 
cence  therein  and  undisputed  possession  up  to  the  fence  for  over 
forty  years  raises  a  strong  presumption  that  the  line  so  recognized 
is  the  true  line;  and  such  presumption  is  not  overcome  by  the  mere 
fact  that  a  survey,  made  long  after  government  monuments  have 
been  obliterated  or  loBt»  reveals  another  linOi  WoUman  u  RuMe,  81 

Bridges.    See  Highways. 

Bbiefb.    See  Appeal,  13. 

Brokers.    See  Fraud,  S. 

BUILDING  AND  LOAN  ASSOCIATIONa 

L  A  corporation  organized  for  the  purpose  of  accumulating  funds  by 
monthly  contributions  of  its  members,  making  loans  to  its  members 
and  stockholders,  and  making  other  investments,  made  changes 
from  time  to  time  in  its  ailiicles  of  organization  and  issued  stock  on 
different  schemes  and  plans,  but  its  paramount  theory  was  always 
akin  to  that  of  the  ordinary  buildmg  and  loan  association,  the 
profits  to  be  paid  to  members  of  all  classes  being  those  to  be  de- 
rived from  interest  earnings,  fines,  etc.,  and  from  no  other  source, 
and  it  finally  became  a  regular  building  and  loan  association  under 
the  laws  of  this  state.    Heldy  that  it  was  a  mutual  profit  sharing 
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inBtitution,  and  that,  ai>on  its  becoming  insolvent,  the  rights  and 
relations  of  its  members  and  stockholders  must  be  defined  and  de- 
termined on  that  basis.    Leahy  v.  Nat  B,  db  L.  Asso.  655 

2,  Such  an  association  issued  "definite  contract  stock,"  for  which  the 
holder  was  to  pay  in  fixed  monthly  instalments  for  a  certain  num- 
ber of  months,  and  **  full-paid  stock,"  for  which  the  holder  paid  a 
certain  number  of  instalments  in  advance,  less  a  rebate,  the  com- 
pany agreeing  in  each  case  to  pay  to  the  holder  a  definite  amount  at 
a  given  time,  regardless  of  whether  the  anticipated  profits  had  then 
been  earned  or  not.  Held,  that  neither  the  members  accepting 
such  stock  nor  the  receiver  of  the  association,  after  it  has  become 
insolvent,  can  question  the  validity  of  such  stock  on  the  ground 
that  its  issue  was  vltra  vires.  Ibid, 

&  Upon  the  insolvency  of  such  an  association  all  contracts  between  it 
and  its  members  are  abrogated;  the  duty  of  members  to  make 
stock  payments  ceases;  ana  borrowing  members  mav  be  compelled 
to  pay  forthwith  the  balances  due  from  them  on  tneir  securities, 
altnough  the  latter  in  terms  provide  only  for  payment  in  instal- 
ments. Ibid, 

4  The  insolvency  of  such  an  association  is  fatal  to  a  stipulation  in 
stock  certificates  to  the  effect  that  the  shareholder  assumes  no  lia- 
bility of  any  kind  except  as  therein  stated,  as  well  as  to  the  other 
terms  of  the  contract,  and  each  member  must  bear  his  proportion- 
ate share  of  the  lossea  Ibid, 

6.  A  borrowing  member  of  such  association  does  not,  by  assigning  his 
stock  to  the  association  as  collateral  security,  cease  to  be  a  member 
or  to  be  liable  to  contribute  as  such  to  the  losses  and  expenses  of 
the  association.  Ibid, 

6.  Upon  the  insolvencv  of  the  association  a  borrowing  member  should 

be  cliarged  with  tlie  amount  of  his  loan  at  legal  interest,  and  cred- 
ited with  all  interest  payments  made  by  him,  on  the  principle  of 
partial  payments;  and  upon  payment  of  the  balance  found  due  will 
be  entitled  to  a  release  of  his  mortgage.  Stock  payments  should 
not  be  credited  on  the  mortgage  debt,  but  the  amount  due  to  the 
member  upon  the  stock  will  be  ascertained  and  paid  in  the  final 
distribution,  as  to  otlier  members.  Ibid, 

7.  The  fact  that  a  borrowing  member  has  died  and  that  other  i)ersons 

have  become  the  owners  of  the  mortgaged  land,  subject  to  the  mort- 
gage, does  not  change  the  situation  or  give  the  new  owners  any 
greater  rights  than  the  member  would  have  had  had  he  lived.  Ibid, 

8.  A  holder  of  "full-paid  stock"  is  a  member  of  the  association,  not- 

withstanding a  provision  in  his  stock  certificate  to  the  effect  that 
he  shall  not  have  any  claim  or  interest  in  the  affairs,  assets,  or  funds 
of  the  association,  or  the  control  of  them,  except  his  right  to  pay- 
ment of  the  maturity  value  of  his  stock  at  the  time  fixed,  and  that 
he  assumes  no  liability  of  any  kind  whatsoever  except  as  therein 
stated;  and,  being  such  member,  he  is  entitled  to  no  preference 
over  other  members  when  the  association  becomes  insolvent,  in  the 
absence  of  anything  in  the  charter  or  by-laws  giving  such  a  pref- 
erence. Ibid, 

Burden  op  Proof.    See  Boxjndaries.    Fraud,  1,  3.    Municipal  Ck)H- 

PORATIONS,  11. 

BT-LAwa    See  Insurance,  a 
Cancellation  of  deed.    See  Fraud,  1, 2. 
Cancellation  of  declaratory  statement    See  Pubuo  LANDSt 
Vol.100— 44 
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CASES  DISTINGUISHED,  Bra 

1.  Blanchard  v,  Doering,  21  Wis.  477.    See  Na  8L 

a  Brightman  v.  Kimer,  22  Wi&  54;  Thompson  v.  MUwavkee,  09  id.  498; 
Baymond  v.  Sheboygan,  76  id.  835  (as  to  amendment  of  city  char- 
ters), distinguished.    Baines  v.  JanesviUe,  377-8 

&  Bumham  v.  Burnham,  79  Wi&  506  (as  to  vesting  of  estates),  distin- 
guished.   Stark  V,  Conde,  043 

4.  Earles  v.  Wells,  94  Wi&  385  (as  to  offsets  to  municipal  indebtedness), 

explained.    Rice  v,  MUwavkee,  521 

5.  Earll  v,  Stumpf,  56  Wia  50  (as  to  sale  of  mortgaged  chattels  by  one 
tenant  in  common).    A  remark  held  o&t^.    Trustees  of  AsMand 


Lodge  v.  WUliamSy 
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0.  Freiiherg  v.  Singer,  90  Wia  608  (as  to  statutes  affecting  remediesX 
limited  and  explained.  Peninsular  L,  <&  C.  Works  v.  Union  (X  d: 
P.  Co,  496 

7.  Oreen  Bay  &  M.  Canal  Co.  v,  Hewitt  62  Wis.  816  (as  to  mistake  of 

law  or  fact),  explained.     Wis,  M.  <Sb  F.  Ins,  Co,  BatiJc  v,  Mann,    020 

8.  Jackson  Milling  Co.  v.  Chandos,  82  Wis.  487;  Blanchard  v.  Doering, 

21  id.  477  (as  to  conveyance  of  water  power),  distinguished.    Apple- 
ton  P.  &  P.  Co.  V.  Kiiriberly  db  Clark  Co.  200 

9.  Jones  v,  Pettibone,  2  Wis.  308  (as  to  title  to  bed  of  navigable  streams). 

criticised.     Willow  River  Glvb  v.  Wade,  109 

10.  Jlfoce  V.  Roberts,  97  Wis.  199  (as  to  judicial  notice),  distinguished. 
O.  L,  Packard  Machinery  Co,  v.  Laev,  646 

11  Melms  V.  Pabst  Brexcing  Co.  93  Wis.  153  (as  to  meaning  of  the  word 
"  void  "),  distinguished.    Land,  L  db  L,  Co,  v,  Mclntyre,  253 

12.  Moulton  V,  Posten,  52  Wi&  169  (as  to  extension  of  time),  distinguished. 
Union  Nat,  Bank  v.  Cross,  175,  185 

18.  Nef  V,  Rains,  33  Wis.  689  (as  to  mistakes  remediable  in  equity),  criti- 
cised.    Wis.  M,  db  F.  Ins,  Co,  Bank  v.  Mann,  597,  620 

14  Nortliem  Nat,  Bank  v.  Lewis,  78  Wis.  475  (as  to  application  of  pay- 
mentsX  followed.    First  Nat,  Bank  v.  Finck,  454 

15.  Pickett  V.  School  Dist,  25  Wis.  551  (as  to  retaining  benefits  of  exe- 

cuted illegal  contract),  distinguished.    Land,  L.  db  L,  Co,  v,  Mcln- 
tyre, 250 

16.  Raymond  v.  Sheboygan,  76  Wia  335.    See  Na  2. 

17.  Scott  V.  State,  91  Wia  552  (as  to  argument  to  jury),  distinguished. 

Fertig  v.  State,  309 

18.  Sheel  v.  Appleton,  49  Wia  125  (as  to  jurisdiction),  overruled.    Telford 

V.  AshlaivA,  288, 240 

19.  Thompson  v,  Milwaukee,  69  Wia  492.    See  Na  2. 

20.  Walker  v.  Rogan,  1  Wia  597  (as  to  waiver  of  disqualification  of 

judge),  distinguished  and  limited.    Case  v,  Hoffman,  815, 857 

Cause  of  AonoN.    See  Damages,  1. 

CERTIORARL 

See  Railroads,  13. 

1  In  a  proceeding  by  certiorari  to  review  alleged  illegal  acts  of  a  viV^ 
lage  board,  the  writ  should  be  directed  to,  and  served  upon,  the 
board  whose  acts  are  attacked  and  not  upon  the  village  cterk,  un- 
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leas  it  appears  that  such  board  has  ceased  to  exist.  State  ex  reL 
Clancy  v.  McChvem,  666 

S.  If ,  in  such  a  case,  it  appears  by  the  record  that  the  board  existed 
when  the  action  was  commenced,  the  court  acquired  no  jurisdic- 
tion to  review  its  proceeding  by  the  issuance  of  the  writ  to  the 
clerk;  and  the  lack  of  jurisdiction  cannot  be  waived  by  the  clerk. 

Ibid. 

&  A  motion  to  quash  a  writ  of  certiorari  is  in  effect  a  demurrer  and 
raises  only  the  question  of  bhe  legal  sufficiency  of  the  facts  appear- 
ing in  the  record.  Ibid, 

4.  A  motion  to  quash  a  writ  of  certiorari  is  not  too  late  because  made 
after  the  return  and  at  a  subsequent  term  of  courts  Ibid, 

CHABGma  THE  JuKY.    See  Instructions  to  Jury. 

CHATTEL  MORTGAGES. 
See  Voluntary  Assignment,  a 

1.  Where  each  of  two  parties  holds  a  promissory  note^  secured  by  a 

chattel  mortgage  running  to  both  jointly,  the  situation  is  the  same 
between  them  as  if  each  neld  a  chattel  mortgage  on  an  undivided 
interest  in  the  chattel  property  to  secure  the  payment  of  the  note 
held  by  him ;  and  in  case  of  aefault  in  payment  of  the  notes  the 
two  become  tenants  in  common  of  such  property.  Trustees  of  Ash- 
land Lodge  v,  Williams,  223 

2.  Where  two  persons  are  tenants  in  common  of  personal  property 

under  a  chattel  mortgage  neither  can  maintain  replevin  against 
the  other  to  recover  such  property,  or  against  the  mortgagee  for 
delivering  the  property  to  such  other,  or  legally  sell  any  interest 
therein,  except  his  own,  without  the  consent  of  his  cotenant.  Ibid, 

Cmcurr  Courts.  See  Courts.  Judgment.  Municipal  Corporations, 
22.    Wills,  1. 

Cities.    See  Elections,  5.    Municipal  Corporations. 

City  Clerk.    See  Elections,  2. 

CLAiifs  for  extra  work,  eta    See  Municipal  Corporations,  7-18. 

Co-EMPLOYEEa    See  Master  and  Servant,  6-8.    Railroads,  2L 

Collateral  SEcuRrry.    See  Joint  Debtors,  2.    Pledges. 

COMMON  SCHOOLS. 

A  teacher  employed  by  a  school  board  under  a  contract  containing  the 
usual  stipulations  is  not  an  officer  of  the  district,  but  is  a  mere 
employee  of  the  board,  and  the  relations  and  obligations  between 
them  are  purely  contractual.  For  any  breach  of  the  contract  by 
the  board,  therefore,  the  remedy  by  an  ordinary  action  at  law  is 
plain  and  adecjuate,  and  mandamits  will  not  lie  to  compel  the  board 
to  reinstate  him  or  pay  his  salary.  Board  of  Education  v.  State  ex 
rel.  Reed,  455 

Concurrent  Jurisdiction.    See  Courts,  1-6. 

Condemnation  of  Land.    See  Railroads,  6-13. 

Conditions  precedent.    See  Appeal,  3.    Insurance,  12, 13.    Wilib,  4 

Consideration.  See  Bills -and  Notes,  1.  Fraudulent  Conveyances,  1. 

Consolidation.    See  Corporations.    Railroads,  4 
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CONSTITUTIONAL  LAW. 

See  Counties,  4,  B.    ELBonoNS,  4    Municipal  Cobporations»  lS-2t 

Statutes,  ^    Villaqes. 

1.  A  statute  ohanging  the  remedy  so  as  to  impair  materially  the  value 

of  existing  contracts  is  within  the  inhibition  of  sea  10,  art  I,  Const, 
of  U.  S.,  providing  that  no  state  shall  'pSLSs  any  law  impairing  the 
obligation  of  contracts.  Peninsular  L,  db  C,  Works  v.  Union  O.  d: 
P.  Co.  488 

2,  Thus,  sec.  8,  ch.  834^  Laws  of  1897  (providing  that  whenever  the  prop- 

erty of  an  insolvent  debtor  is  attached  or  levied  upon  b^  virtue  of 
any  process  in  favor  of  a  creditor,  such  debtor  may,  within  ten  days 
thereafter,  make  an  assignment  of  all  his  property  for  the  equal 
benefit  of  all  his  creditors  as  provided  bv  law,  whereupon  all  such 
attachments,  levies,  eta,  shall  be  dissolved  and  the  property  attached 
or  levied  upon  shall  be  turned  over  to  the  assignee),  is  void  so  far 
as  it  attempts  to  take  awav,  in  respect  to  debts  contracted  before 
its  enactment,  the  right  of  a  creditor  to  obtain,  by  attachment,  a 
preference  over  other  creditors.    Cassoday,  C.  J.,  dissents.      TbidL 

CONTRACTS. 

See  AoENcnr.  Bilus  and  Notes.  Building  and  Loan  Associations. 
Chattel  Mortgages.  Common  Schools.  Constitutional  Law. 
Corporations.  Counties,  2.  Damages,  1,  2,  5.  Fraud.  Fraud- 
ulent Conveyances,  1.  Insurance.  Joint  Debtors.  Landlord 
AND  Tenant.  Master  and  Servant,  1-4.  Mtt.tj^  and  Mill-Dam& 
Municipal  Corporations,  4-17.  Parties,  2.  Partnership.  Plead- 
ing, 2.  Pledges.  Sale  of  Ceeattels.  Suretyship.  Waters; 
6-10.    WiLi^  2. 

1.  A  third  x>6rson  who,  by  false  representations,  induces  a  person  to 

enter  into  a  contract  with  another,  does  not  thereby  become  a 
party  to  such  contract  so  as  to  be  liable  in  an  action  thereon,  al- 
though he  may,  perhaps,  be  liable  in  tort  for  damage  resulting  from 
his  deceit    Ootzhausen  v.  H.  W,  Johns  Mfg,  Co,  478 

2.  In  an  action  on  a  contract  of  guaranty  there  was  a  counterclaim  for 

reformation  of  the  contract  An  oral  agreement  had  been  made 
between  the  plaintiff  bank,  acting  through  its  cashier,  and  repre- 
sentatives of  a  corporation,  in  respect  to  the  stockholders  in  such 
corporation  guaranteeing  its  indebtedness  to  the  bank,  but  the  tes- 
timony of  the  actors  in  the  matter  differed  as  to  the  exact  terms 
of  such  agreement  It  appeared,  however,  among  other  things, 
that  there  had  neyer  been  any  intention  to  change  that  agreement, 
and  that  the  cashier,  pursuant  to  the  understanding  then  had, 
drafted  a  form  for  a  contract  of  guaranty,  which  was  submitted  to 
and  signed  by  the  guarantors;  that  by  the  clear  and  unambig^ious 
terms  of  this  contract  each  of  the  guarantors  became  liable  onlr 
for  such  proportion  of  the  indebtedness  as  the  amount  of  his  stock 
in  the  corporation  bore  to  the  whole  amount  of  its  paid-up  capital; 
that  the  cashier  afterwards  had  a  secotid  writing  prepared  by  at- 
torneys, to  be  substituted  for  the  first  because  that  was  only  a 
rough  draft;  that  the  second  writing  contained  a  joint  and  several 
unlimited  guaranty;  that  in  a  letter  submitting  the  second  writing 
the  cashier  acknowledged  receipt  of  the  first  as  a  binding  oontract 
until  exchanged  for  the  second,  and  in  effect  asserted  that  there 
was  no  difference  between  the  two  except  as  to  form;  that  the 
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guarantors  objected  to  the  second  writing  because  it  did  not  prop- 
erly limit  their  liability,  and  thereupon  a  clause  was  added  to  it, 
stating  that  it  was  understood  that  tney  were  to  pay  in  the  propor- 
tion which  the  stock  of  each  bore  to  the  whole  amount  of  capital 
paid  in,  and  the  writing  as  thus  modified  was  signed  and  suosti- 
tuted  for  the  first  draft;  and  that  the  clause  so  added  was  after- 
wards held  repugnant  to  the  principal  clause  which  preceded  it, 
and  of  no  efl'ect  as  between  the  bank  and  the  guarantors.  It  also 
appeared  that  the  guaranty  had  not  been  signed  by  all  the  stock- 
holders, and  that  among  the  signers  were  two  subscribers  for  stock 
whose  subscriptions  had  been  accepted,  but  who  had  not  paid  there- 
for and  had  not  received  certificates.  Hetd,  that  these  facts  showed 
conclusively  that  the  oral  agreement  had  been  correctly  expressed 
in  the  first  writing,  and  warranted  a  finding  of  the  trial  court  that 
there  had  been  a  mutual  mistake  of  the  parties,  in  that  the  con- 
tract as  finally  wiitten  did  not  express  their  agreement.  Wisconr 
ain  M,  db  F.  Ins,  Co,  Bank  v,  Mann,  696 

S.  Where  there  is  a  mutual  mistake,  either  of  fact  in  the  making  of  a 
contract,  or  of  law  or  fact  in  the  reduction  of  the  contract  to  writ- 
ing, the  person  injured  thereby  may  have  it  reformed  in  equity  in 
accordance  with  the  truth,  in  the  absence  of  facts  or  circum- 
stances constituting  a  waiver  of  the  remedy  or  an  estoppel  to  the 
assertion  of  it;  and  it  is  immaterial  in  such  case  whether  the  writ- 
ing was  drafted  by  the  parties  or  by  a  third  person.  Neff  v.  Bains, 
38  Wis.  689,  criticised.  Ibid. 

4.  A  failure  of  the  trial  court,  before  entering  judgment,  to  actually 
reform  a  contract  which  it  holds  does  not  correctly  express  the 
intention  of  the  parties,  or  to  determine  the  exact  change  of  lan- 
guage requisite  to  be  made,  is  a  mere  irregularity  and  therefore 
not  ground  for  reversal,  where  such  failure  can  work  no  injury  to 
appellant.  loidL 

Contribution.    See  Equity,  2,  a 

Contributory  Negugbncr    See  Highways,  2, 

CoNTEYANCES.    See  Equity,  1.    Fraud,  1,  2.    Fraudulent  Convey- 

ANCE&     MlLI^  AND  MiLL-DAMS.     WATERS,  7-10. 

CORPORATIONa 

See  Agency,  1.  Appeal,  6.  Building  and  Loan  AssooiATiONa 
Equity,  2,  S,  Garnishment,  2.  Railroads,  4  Voluntary  As- 
signment, 4 

A  corporation  formed  by  the  consolidation  of  several  others  does  not, 
by  assuming  all  their  debts,  obligations,  and  contracts,  render  itself 
liable  for  a  tort  theretofore  committed  by  one  of  them.  Cotzhausen 
V.  H,  W,  Johns  Mfg,  Co.  478 

Corroboration.    See  Criminal  Law,  5, 81 

COSTS. 
See  ELBonoNB»  1.    New  Triai^  1 

1.  An  action  for  an  accounting  between  partners  is  equitable  in  its  nat- 

ure^ and  costs  are  properly  taxed  on  that  theory.    Bitter  v.  BitteTf 

468 

2,  A  party  does  not  waive  his  right  to  costs,  under  sea  2894a,  Stats. 

1898,  by  reason  of  delay  resmting  from  his  securing  a  retaxation. 
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where  they  were  originally  taxed  within  sixty  days  after  the  filinj^ 
of  the  findinga*  TbiaL 

Cotenancy.    See  Chattel  Mobtoaoe&    Tenants  in  Comf oh. 

CouNTEBOLADL    See  Equitt,  3^  a 

COUNTIEa 

See  Pabtibs,  1. 

1.  If  a  member  of  a  county  board  of  superyisors  receives  illegal  com- 
pensation for  his  seryioes,  or  money  for  articles  sold  by  him  to  the 
county  for  its  use,  or  for  labor  or  material  furnished  in  the  con- 
struction of  a  highway  baring  no  legal  existence,  or  converts 
money  to  his  use  appropriated  for  work  on  a  public  highway,  an 
action  will  lie  in  f&vor  of  the  county  against  such  supervisor,  to 
recover  back  such  money.    Land,  Log  db  L.  Co.  v,  Mclntyre,     345 

3.  Sec.  692,  R.  S.  1878,  which  prohibits  a  member  of  a  county  board  of 
supervisors  from  in  any  manner  being  interested  in  any  contract 
for  the  purchase  of  any  article  for  the  use  of  the  county,  and  de- 
clares all  such  contracts  void  and  that  any  offending  member  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  vacated  his  office  by  reason  of  his  offense,  cov- 
ers contracts  executed  as  well  as  executory,  and  renders  them  all 
void  absolutely.  IbidL 

8.  Where  a  county,  by  the  wrongful  conduct  of  its  countv  boards  parts 
with  county  money  for  something  which  it  has  no  legal  rignt  to 
acquire  or  do,  no  equitable  considerations  stand  in  the  way  of  re- 
covering back  such  money,  from  the  mere  fact  that  the  county  has 
received  a  benefit  Ibid. 

i.  Although  a  member  of  a  county  board  of  supervisors  is  exempt  from 
liability  to  the  corporation  on  account  of  his  action  as  a  member 
of  the  auditing  board,  by  reason  of  the  gtcosi-judicial  nature  of  the 
duties  devolving  on  that  body,  such  exemption  does  not  apply  where 
the  subject  matter  acted  upon  was  outside  its  jurisdiction,  such  as 
claims  m  which  the  member  had  a  pecuniary  interest;  claims  for 
work  and  materials  furnished  for  objects  not  within  the  power  of 
the  board;  claims  allowed  to  officers  in  excess  of  the  compensation 
fixed  by  law  and  in  direct  violation  of  the  statute;  claims  for  work 
and  materials  corruptly  contracted  for  by  the  member  and  his  as- 
sociates; claims  which  the  board  were  prohibited  from  auditing 
because  not  properly  made  out,  verified,  and  filed;  and  claims  for 
indebtedness  contracted  in  excess  of  the  constitutional  limitation. 
Su<^  exemption  applies,  however,  in  respect  to  claims  which  the 
board  were  authorized  to  audit,  though  m  excess  of  the  tax  levy, 
the  issuing  of  orders  thereon  beins  what  is  prohibited  by  the  stat- 
uta    Land,  Log  <S:  Lumber  Co,  v  Mclntyre,  358 

&  Although  the  auditing  of  claims  in  excess  of  the  constitutional  limit- 
ation of  indebtedness,  and  the  issuing  of  orders  in  advance  of  the 
tax  levy,  were  outside  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  auditing  board,  vet, 
where  a  tax  levy  has  been  made  and  the  claims  paid,  so  fiiu:  as  tiiey 
were  for  legitimate  county  expenses  the  county  has  no  olaiiii 
against  a  supervisor  by  reason  of  his  illegal  acts.  Jbid. 

GoxTNTY  BoABD.    See  Counties. 

CouNTT  CouBTS.    See  Coubts,  1-6. 

CoxTNTT  Seat:  Circuit  court  to  be  held  at    See  Cotjbtb^  7, 8L 


Wis.]  index.  695 


COURT  AND  JURY. 

See  Assault  and  Battebt,  1.  Highways,  2,  8.  Instructioxs  to 
Jury.  Insuiunce,  d.  Master  and  Servant,  2,  Nbqligence,  1,  a 
New  Triai^  L    Railroads,  16. 

The  credibility  of  the  plaintilT  as  a  witness  in  his  own  behalf  in  an 
action  for  personal  injuries  is  peculiarly  a  question  for  the  jury. 
Wdiy  V,  Lake  Superior  T.  <Sb  T.  B.  Co.  1^8 

COURTS. 

Disqualification  of  judges    See  Appeal^  15-18. 
Concurrent  jurisdiction  of  circuit  and  county  courts. 

1.  Circuit  courts,  in  most  cases,  b^  virtue  of  their  general  equity  pow- 

ers, have  concurrent  jurisdiction  with  county  courts  over  matters 
pertaining  to  settlement  of  estates  of  deceased  persons.  BumJiam 
v»  Norton,  8 

2.  (Generally,  where  such  concurrence  exists,  that  of  county  coiu*ts  is 

held  to  supersede  or  suspend  that  of  circuit  courts,  so  tnat  the  lat- 
ter should  decline  to  exercise  it  in  the  absence  of  special  facts  or 
circumstances  rendering  the  remedy  in  the  former  not  so  complete 
and  efficient  as  that  to  be  obtained  m  the  latter.  ibid, 

5.  The  rule  that  the  social  jurisdiction  of  coimty  courts  supersedes  or 

suspends  that  of  circuit  courts  does  not  apply  to  actions  to  construe 
will&  Jurisdiction  in  such  actions  has  been  so  uniformly  exercised 
by  circuit  courts  that  nothing  short  of  a  statute  in  plain,  unmis- 
takable language  will  take  it  away.  Ibid, 

4  Where  the  circuit  court  clearly  ought  not  to  exercise  jurisdiction  in 
matters  pertaining  to  settlement  of  estates,  it  is  error  to  do  so  even 
though  the  question  be  not  raised  by  answer  or  demurrer  and  be 
in  all  respects  waived.  Ibid, 

6.  Where  the  circuit  court  determines  that  special  facts  and  circum- 

stances exist,  bringing  a  case  within  the  rule  that  its  jurisdiction 
is  not  suspended  by  that  of  the  county  court,  its  decision  will  not 
be  disturbed  on  appeal  unless  clearly  wrong,  all  reasonable  doubts 
in  that  regard  being  resolyed  in  favor  of  the  trial  court  Ibid, 

6w  When  the  determination  of  matters  in  regard  to  the  settlement  of 
an  estate  of  a  deceased  person  includes  that  of  transferring  the 
title  to  real  estate  by  juagment  of  the  court,  or  the  settlement  of 
the  accounts  of  an  executor  in  two  estates  in  different  courts,  the 
circuit  couit  is  justified  in  taking  jurisdiction,  to  the  end  that  the 
whole  controversy  may  be  settled  in  one  suit  and  court  Ibid, 

Plaee  of  holding  circuit  court. 

7.  Although  our  statutes  do  not  expressly  require  the  circuit  court  to 

be  held  at  the  county  seat,  it  would  be  error  to  hold  it  elsewhere, 
except  in  cases  prescribed  by  statute.    Selleck  v.  Janesville,        157 

8.  At  plaintiff's  request,  on  the  ground  that  she  was  unable  to  attend 

the  trial,  the  judge  and  jury,  with  the  sheriff  and  the  attorneys  of 
both  parties,  went  to  her  home  some  fifteen  miles  from  the  county 
seat,  and  she  there  testified  before  them  as  a  witness  in  her  own 
behalf  and  was  cross-examined  by  defendant's  attorney.  This  was 
done  against  the  objection  of  defendant's  attorney,  who  offered  to 
waive  notice  and  allow  plaintiff's  deposition  to  oe  taken  in  the 
ordinary  way  and  read  on  the  trial    Heid,  that  the  taking  of 
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plaintifTs  testimony  in  this  manner  is  not  to  be  regarded  as  a  pn> 
oeeding  bad  in  open  courts  and  did  not  deprive  the  court  of  juria- 
diotion  or  nnUify  its  judgment^  but  was  at  most  a  mere  ineKularity 
which  did  not  affect  toe  substantial  rights  of  defendant  and  should 
therefore  be  disr^arded  on  appeal    Bardeen,  J.,  dissents.      IbidL 

When  jvdgment  of  trial  court  becomes  judgment  of  appellate  court  See 

JUDOMENT. 

Covenants.    See  Landlord  and  Tenant,  i,  &    Waters,  10. 

Creditobs' Remedies.  See  Attaohment.  Chattel  MoRTGAGEa.  Con- 
stitutional Law.  Fraudulent  Conveyances.  Garnishment. 
Joint  Debtors.  Mortoaqes.  Partnership^  7.  Pledges.  Vol- 
X7NTARY  Assignment,  1,  ai 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PRACTICR 

!•  An  intent  to  kiU  a  person  is  not  necessarily  a  premeditated  design  to 
effect  his  death,  within  the  meaning  of  sees.  4338,  4339,  R  a  1878, 
and  a  homicide,  even  tbough  intentional,  may  therefore  be  murder 
in  the  second  degree,  as  defined  in  sec.  4339.  [Marshall^  J.,  dis- 
sents, but  is  of  the  opinion  that  in  this  case  a  premeditated  desi^ 
was  not  established  so  conclusively  as  to  render  erroneous  a  verdict 
of  murder  in  the  second  degree.]    Sullivan  v.  State,  288 

SL  Failure  to  instruct  the  jury  respecting  manslaughter  in  the  second 
degree  as  defined  by  sea  4351,  R.  S.  1878,  was  not  a  material  error 
in  the  absence  of  a  specific  request  for  instructions  on  tliat  point, 
although  the  facts  were  appbcable  to  that  degree  of  homicida 

Und, 

&  Where  the  killing  grew  out  of  a  quarrel  in  which  the  accused  was 
ohar^d  by  the  deceased  with  improper  conduct  with  his  wife,  the 
admission  of  evidence  to  show  sucn  improper  conduct  was  not  error. 

Ibid, 

4  In  a  prosecution  for  carnally  knowing  and  abusing  a  female  under 
the  age  of  fourteen  years,  the  prosecutrix  may  testify  as  to  her  own 
aga    Dodge  v.  State,  294 

&  The  story  of  the  prosecutrix  in  such  a  case  being  corroborated  with 
more  or  less  force  by  numerous  small  circumstances,  and  there 
bein^  no  doubt  that  an  offense  had  been  committed,  and  nothing 
tending  to  show  even  an  opportunity  on  the  part  of  any  other  per- 
son to  accomplish  the  act,  a  conviction  will  not  be  disturbed,  even 
though  the  girrs  storv  was  in  some  respects  remarkable,  and  was 
denied  by  the  defendant,  and  she  had  told  contradictory  stories, 
where  she  testified,  with  some  corroboration,  that  they  were  told 
by  direction  of  the  defendant.  Ibid. 

&  To  authorize  a  conviction  of  rape  it  must  be  shown  that  the  woman 
did  not  consent  to  intercourse,  but  that  there  was  the  utmost  re- 
luctance and  resistance  on  her  part,  or  that  her  will  was  oyeroome 
by  duress  or  fear.    O'Boyle  v.  State,  29(( 

7.  Mere  verbal  objections  by  a  female  over  the  age  of  consent,  unac- 
companied by  any  outcry  or  actual  resistance,  are  not  enough  to 
make  the  acts  of  the  accused  rape  or  an  attempt  to  commit  rap& 

Ibid. 

&  Where  the  testimony  of  the  prosecutrix  bears  upon  its  face  evidence 
of  its  imreliability,  there  should  be  corroboration  by  other  evidence 
as  to  the  principal  facts  relied  on  to  constitute  the  crima       Ibid, 
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9.  It  does  not  transcend  the  bounds  of  legitimate  arg^ument  in  a  crim- 
inal case,  for  the  district  attorney,  reasoning  from  the  evidence  in 
the  case,  to  say  that  the  accused  is  guilty  of  the  offense  charged. 
Within  the  record,  the  field  of  legitimate  arj^ment  is  broad  enough 
to  permit  the  prosecuting  attorney  to  say,  with  the  utmost  freedom, 
what  the  evidence  tends  to  prove,  and  that  it  convinces  him,  and 
shoi^d  convince  the  jurors,  of  the  fact  in  issuei  Fertig  v.  State,  801 

10.  Where  evidence  strongly  tends  to  prove  the  fact  of  guilt,  it  is  not 

reverFiible  error  for  the  prosecuting  attorney  to  assume  the  truth 
of  such  evidence,  and  say  from  it  that  the  accused  is  what  such 
evidence  tends  to  establish  in  regard  to  gmlt  Ibid, 

11.  It  is  not  error  to  allow  the  reading  in  evidence,  by  consent,  in  a  crim- 

inal case,  of  unauthenticated  minutes  oi  the  testimony  of  the  ac- 
cused given  on  a  former  trial  for  the  same  offense.  IbicL 

13.  A  general  instruction  on  the  subject  of  murder  in  the  first  degree, 
with  which  the  accused  was  charged,  and  which  the  evidence 
tended  to  establish,  having  been  given,  it  was  not  reversible  error 
to  not  instruct  on  leaser  degrees  of  homicide,  as  to  which  there  was 
no  request  for  instructions.  Ibid. 

13.  If  there  is  evidence  tending  to  prove  the  highest  offense  of  criminal 

homicide,  and  yet  evidence  which  would  warrant  a  finding  of  some 
lesser  degree,  an  instruction  that  the  jury  must  find  the  defendant 
guilty  of  such  highest  degree,  or  render  a  verdict  of  not  guilty,  is 
favorable  to  the  accused,  not  prejudicial  Ibid, 

14.  The  statute  making  the  unnecessary  killing  of  another,  while  resist- 

ing the  attempt  of  such  other  to  commit  any  felony  or  other  un- 
lawful act,  or  after  such  attempt  shall  have  failed,  manslaughter 
in  the  second  degree,  does  not  include  the  intentional  kiUing  of 
such  other  with  a  deadly  weapon  on  account  of  a  mere  trespass 
to  property  rights,  or  the  intentional  killing  under  circumstances 
where  resisting  the  act  of  such  other  would  be  unlawful        Ibid, 

15.  Where  evidence,  under  the  most  favorable  view  that  can  be  taken 

of  it  in  favor  of  the  accused,  does  not  support  any  reasonable  the- 
ory of  guilt  of  a  degree  of  felonious  homicide  other  than  murder  in 
the  first  degree,  the  court  is  not  bound,  even  on  request,  to  instruct 
the  jury  in  respect  to  lesser  degreea  Ibid, 

16.  Where  the  evidence  stronely  tends  to  establish  murder  in  the  first 

degree,  or  no  offense  of  felonious  homicide,  the  court  may  properly 
instruct  the  jury  that  they  should  find  the  aooused  gpiilty  in  such 
first  degree  or  render  a  verdict  of  not  guilty.  Ibid, 

Custom.    See  Municipal  (Corporations,  9.    Negugence;  1. 

DAMAGEa 

See  Attaohhbnt.    Landlord  and  Tenant,  1-9* 

1.  In  an  action  for  breach  of  a  contract  by  which  plaintiff  had  char- 
tered for  an  entire  season  a  steam  barge  on  the  Great  Lakes,  the 
complaint  is  Jield  to  state  but  one  cause  of  action  although  it  claims 
damages  both  on  the  theory  of  an  advance  in  the  freight  rates 
which  plaintiff  was  compelled  to  nay  and  on  the  theory  of  a  fall  in 
the  price  of  the  commodity  which  should  have  been,  but  was  not, 
transported  to  market  during  that  season;  and  it  was  not  error  to 
refuse  to  require  plaintiff  to  elect  between  such  claims,  where  a 
recovery  was  finally  allowed  upon  the  latter  theorv  only,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  facts  found  in  a  special  verdict.  Snares  Immber  Co. 
V,  Starke,  498 
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2l  It  appearing  in  sooh  action  that  the  plaintiff  used  reasonable  dili- 

fence  to  secure  other  means  of  transportation,  and  was  unable  to 
o  so;  that  the  lumber  designed  for  transportation  had  no  market 
price  at  the  point  of  shipment,  and  could  not  be  sold  there;  and 
that  the  plaintiff  transported  the  same  to  market  at  as  early  a  date 
as  possible  the  next  season,  and  was  compelled  to  sell  it  at  a  less 
price  than  the  market  price  when  the  same  should  have  been  de- 
livered under  the  contract,  he  was  properly  allowed  to  recover  as 
damages  the  difference  between  the  market  price  at  the  place  of 
sale  when  the  lumber  ought  to  have  been  carried  under  toe  con- 
tract, and  the  market  price  when  it  could  be  carried  and  sold  the 
following  season;  also  the  cost  of  insurance,  and  the  value  of  the 
use  of  the  proceeds  of  the  lumber  that  could  have  been  carried, 
from  the  close  of  navigation  until  it  could  be  carried  and  marketed 
the  following  season*  Ibid, 

&  If  one  who  has  been  injured  through  the  negligence  of  another  exer- 
cises ordinary  care  in  the  selection  and  employment  of  a  physi- 
cian, the  mistakes  of  such  physician  will  not  preclude  the  recovery 
of  full  damages,  even  though  by  reason  of  such  mistakes  the  dam- 
age sustained  was  not  diminished  as  much  as  it  otherwise  should 
have  been.    SeUeck  v.  Janesville,  157 

4  Where  property  kept  for  use  and  not  for  sale  —  in  this  case  buildings* 
machinery,  etc.,  used  in  manufacturing  lumber —  has  been  wrong- 
fully attached,  damages  may  be  recovered  for  the  loss  of  its  use 
and  for  any  injury  to  it  by  wear  or  tear  or  negligent  care  while  in 
the  hands  of  the  officer,  but,  in  the  absence  of  malice,  there  can  be 
no  recovery  for  supposed  loss  of  profits  from  the  interruption  of 
business,  nor  can  ttie  owners,  under  the  guise  of  depreciation  in 
value,  recover  for  injuries  to  their  business,  credit,  and  reputiition 
resulting  from  bankruptcy.     Union  Nat  Bank  v.  Cross,  174 

IS.  The  question  being  as  to  the  amount  of  damajges  sustained  by  reason 
of  a  delay  in  performing  a  contract  to  furnish  a  boiler  for  a  vessel, 
it  is  heldy  upon  the  evidence,  that  it  was  error  for  the  trial  court  to 
modifv  the  report  of  a  referee  bv  reducing  the  award  of  damages 
from  $20  to  $10  per  day  during  the  time  the  use  of  the  veasai  was 
lost.     LogeTuann  v.  PatUy,  671 

Dams.    See  Mills  and  Mill-Dam&    Waters,  8,  4 

Debtor  and  CREDrroa  See  Attachment.  Chattel  Mortqagbb. 
Constitutional  Law.  Equity,  2, 3.  Fraudulent  Conveyahoes. 
Garnishment.  Joint  Debtors.  MoRTaAOES.  Paatnebship,  7. 
Pledges.    Voluntary  Assignment. 

Deceit.    See  Contracts,  1.    Fraud,  8.    Insurance,  6. 

Deeds.  See  Fraudulent  Conveyances,  1.  Mills  and  Mill-Dams. 
Waters,  10. 

Default.    See  Appeal^  8. 

Definiteness.    See  Bills  and  Notes,  1,  2.    PLSADma,  8. 

Definitions.    See  Words  and  Phrases. 

Delay  in  retaxing  costs:  Waiver  of  right.    See  COBTSf  9L 

Delivery.    See  Chattel  Mortoaqes,  2.    Sale  of  Chattbza 

Demand.    See  Master  and  Servant,  8. 

Discretion.    See  Attachment.    New  Trial,  8. 

Disqualification  of  judges.    See  Appeal,  15-18. 


^ 
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Dissolution  of  corporation.    See  Appeal,  6. 

District  Attorney.    See  Criminal  Law,  9, 10. 

Election  between  alternative  claims  tor  damages.    See  Daicages,  L 

ELECTIONa 

1.  In  a  proceedinfi:  by  mandamus  to  control  the  form  of  the  official  bal- 
lot to  be  used  at  an  election,  the  fact  that  the  election  has  taken 
place  before  a  decision  in  the  appellate  court  does  not  deprive  that 
court  of  jurisdiction  to*determme  all  the  questions  presented;  and 
although,  in  such  a  case,  the  writ  will  be  denied,  yet  if  the  lower 
court  should  have  granted  the  relief  sought,  the  relator  will  be  en- 
titled to  a  reversal,  with  costs,  of  the  order  denying  such  relief,  and 
to  recover  his  costs  in  the  lower  court,  with  nominal  damages. 
State  ex  rel  Runge  v,  Anderson,  523 

Si  Mandamvs  to  compel  a  city  clerk  to  place  twice  on  the  official  ballot 
the  name  of  a  candidate  who  has  been  nominated  by  two  parties, 
will  not  be  granted  merely  because  such  double  printing  is  not  pro- 
hibited by  statute.  ihid, 

8.  Ch.  288,  Laws  of  1893,  after  providing  tliat  the  several  regular  party 
tickets  shall  each  be  printed  on  the  official  ballot  in  one  column 
under  the  appropriate  party  designation,  further  provided  that, 
"  when  any  perwn  is  nominated  for  the  same  office  by  more  than 
one  party  or  convention,  his  name  shall  be  placed  in  each  column  in 
which  tne  nominations  of  such  parties  or  conventions  are  given." 
This  latter  provision  was  changed  by  sec.  2,  ch.  348,  Laws  of  1897,  to 
the  following:  "  When  any  person  is  nominated  for  the  same  office 
by  more  than  one  party  or  convention  his  name  shall  be  placed  upon 
the  ticket  under  the  designation  of  the  party  which  first  nominated 
him;  or  if  he  was  nominated  by  more  than  one  party  or  convention 
at  the  same  time,  he  shall,  within  the  time  ilxed  by  law  for  filing  cer- 
tificates of  nomination,  file  with  the  officer  with  whom  his  certificate 
of  nomination  is  required  to  be  filed  a  written  election  indicating 
the  party  designation  under  which  he  desires  his  name  to  be  printed 
on  the  ballots,  and  it  shall  be  so  printed.  If  he  shall  refuse  or  neg- 
lect to  file  such  an  election,  the  officer  with  whom  the  certificate 
of  nomination  is  required  to  be  filed  shall  place  his  name  under  the 
designation  of  either  of  the  parties  by  which  he  was  nominated, 
but  under  no  other  designation  whatever"  Held,  that  all  double 
printing  of  names  is  forbidden,  even  in  case  all  the  candidates  of 
one  party  are  also  the  nominees  of  another.  Ibid. 

4  A  statute  providing  that  regular  party  tickets  shall  each  be  printed 
on  the  official  ballot  in  one  column  under  the  appropriate  party 
designation  is  not  unconstitutional  because  it  further  provides,  in 
effect,  that  the  name  of  a  candidate  shall  not  appear  under  more 
than  one  party  designation,  and  that  no  party  shall  be  entitled  to 
a  place  on  the  ballot  unlaws  it  polled  a  certain  percentage  of  the 
total  vote  at  the  preceding  general  election,  where,  by  other  pro- 
visions, the  right  of  any  voter  to  vote  for  any  person  for  any  omce 
is  preserved.  WmsLOW,  J.,  dissents,  being  of  the  opinion  that  it  is 
an  unwaiTantable  interference  with  the  freedom  of  election  to 
debar  one  ]party  from  indorsing  the  candidates  of  another  i)arty  ex- 
cept on  pain  of  surrendering  its  existence  as  a  party  and  its  right 
of  representation  upon  the  official  ballot  in  the  future.  Ibid, 

6.  Under  sec.  1,  ch.  70,  Laws  of  1897, — providing  that  in  cities  of  the  fourth 
class  certain  officers  shall  be  elective  if  a  petition  asking  therefor 
be  filed  fifteen  days  prior  to  any  regular  election,"  signed  by  a  mar 
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jorit:^  of  the  electors  of  such  city  who  voted  at  the  last  general 
election  then  next  preceding,  as  appears  from  the  poll  listj" — sooh 
petition  must  be  signed  by  a  majority  of  the  persons  whose  names 
appear  upon  the  polL  list  of  electors  who  voted  at  the  last  preceding 
general  election.    Bush  fk  State  ex  reL  Boyle,  549 

Elevators:  Negligence  in  operating.    See  NEauoENC^  2-1 

EMmENT  Dokain;    See  Bailboads,  ^la 

EQUITY. 

See  Action,  1.  Contraotb,  2-4  Odbts,  1.  Counties,  8.  Courts,  1,  & 
Insurance,  12.  Mortgages.  Parties,  L  Yoluntabt  Assicen- 
ment,  4.    Waters,  a    Wills,  1. 

1.  In  an  action  to  enforce  a  lien  on  land  for  unpaid  purchase  money, 

it  appeared  tliat  plaintiffs  had  'X)nveyed  the  land  to  their  son  in 
consideration  of  natural  love  and  affection  and  certain  jiayments 
to  be  made  annually  during  their  lives;  that  the  son  occupied  it 
with  his  wife  as  a  homestead;  that  thereafter  the  plaintiffs,  con- 
spiring with  their  son  to  obtain  a  reconveyance,  induced  him  to 
abandon  his  wife,  who  thereupon  obtained  a  divorce  and  was  as- 
signed the  land  and  the  personal  property  thereon  as  her  share  of 
her  husband's  property;  that  he  then,  in  order  to  defeat  her  rights^ 
fraudulently  transferred  said  personal  property  to  the  plaintiffs  to 
an  amount  exceeding  the  lien  claimed  by  them  on  the  land,  and 
the^  assisted  in  the  scheme  by  taking  the  property  and  using  it  for 
their  joint  benefit.  Held,  that  plaintiffs  had  no  standing  in  equity 
to  enforce  their  alleged  lien.    Itaasch  v.  Rojosch,  4Cib 

2.  In  an  action  for  contribution  between  guarantors  of  the  note  of  a 

corporation,  a  debt  due  from  the  plaintiff  to  the  corporation  on  a 
subscription  to  its  stock  cannot  be  allowed  as  an  equitable  counter- 
claim in  favor  of  the  defendant  on  the  ground  tnat  the  corpora- 
tion, which  would  be  answerable  over  to  him,  is  insolvent,  wnexB 
such  insolvency  is  a  mere  present  inability  of  the  corporation  to 
pay  its  debts  as  the^  fall  due,  but  there  is  a  trust  fund,  consisting 
of  unpaid  subscriptions  for  stock,  owing  b^  solvent  stockholders^ 
amply  sufficient  to  meet  all  liabilities.    Smith  u  Dickinson^       574 

8.  All  solvent  stockholders  of  the  corporation  whose  stock  subscrip- 
tions are  unpaid  are  interested  parties  in  such  case,  and  should  be 
before  the  court  for  an  adjustment  of  their  rights  before  such  an 
application  of  the  liability  of  any  one  of  them  can  be  mad&    Ibid, 

Estates  op  Decedents.    See  Courts,  1-6.    Insurangb,  2,  a    Will& 

Estoppel  See  Bxtilding  and  Loan  Associations,  2.  Counties.  8L 
Municipal  Corporations,  12, 13. 

Eviction:  Damages.    See  Landlord  and  Tenant,  1-& 

EVIDENCE. 

See  Adverse  Possession,  2,  Appeal^  8-10.  Bills  and  Notes,  8l  Court 
AND  Jury.  Criminal  Law,  3-^,  8,  11.  Feaxjd,  1,  2l  Garnish- 
ment, 1.  Instructions  to  Jury,  1-8.  Insurance,  7.  Landlord 
AND  Tenant,  8.  Municipal  Corpobations,  11.  NBGLiaBNOB,  4 
Railroads,  6-10. 

1.  The  undisputed,  reasonable  evidence  of  one  witness,  though  a  party 
to  the  action,  should  have  controlling  weight  in  detenuimng  a 
question  of  fact    Burnham  u  Norton,  8 
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2.  The  mere  fact  that  hypothetical  questions  put  to  a  medical  expert 

are  in  part  based  upon  his  personal  examination  and  iaiowledge 
does  not  make  them  objectionable.    Selleck  v,  JanesmUe,  157 

3.  Failure  of  the  court,  in  striking  out  testimony,  to  name  all  the  wit- 

nesses whose  testimony  should  have  been  excluded,  is  not  a  mate- 
rial error,  where  plain  and  definite  instructions  to  disregard  the 
objectionable  testimony  were  given  in  the  charge  to  the  jury. 
Wright  v.  C.  S,  Qraves  Land  Co,  269 

4  The  rule  that  all  parts  of  a  conversation,  in  substance  at  least,  relat- 
ing to  a  subject  in  controversy,  must  be  produced  in  evidence,  or 
all  excluded,  is  not  violated  by  permitting  a  person  who  can  re- 
member the  ]particular  lan^:uage  or  the  subsmnce  of  it,  relating 
to  the  fact  in  issue  or  the  evidentiary  fact  sought  to  be  established, 
to  testify  to  such  part,  or  by  permitting  part  of  the  conversation  to 
be  testified  to  by  one  witness  and  part  by  another,  if  the  portions 
together  show,  with  reasonable  distinctness,  the  bearing  of  the  con- 
versation on  the  fact  in  controversy.     Feriig  v.  State,  801 

5.  To  render  a  wife  competent  to  testify  in  behalf  of  her  husband  to  a 
transaction  in  respect  to  which  she  acted  as  his  agent,  her  author- 
ity as  agent  and  tne  scope  of  it  should  be  made  to  appear;  and  her 
testimony  should  be  confined  within  that  scope.    Qoeael  u  Davis, 

678 
EzcEFnoN&    See  Appeal,  10.    Landlobd  and  Tenant,  3. 

EXCISE  LAWa 

1.  A  license  issued  by  a  town  board  of  supervisors  under  the  laws  of 
this  state  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liouors  is  not  transferable 
even  with  the  consent  of  such  town  board.    State  v.  Bayne,        35 

3.  One  who  files  a  bond  which  is  approved  by  the  town  board,  but  pays 
no  money  to  the  town,  and  proceeds  to  sell  intoxicating  liquors,  act- 
ing in  good  faith  upon  a  transfer  to  him  of  a  license  issued  to  a 
third  person,  by  authority  and  with  the  consent  of  the  town  board, 
may  nevertheless  be  convicted  of  selling  liquors  without  a  license. 

Ibi(L 

Executions.    See  Joint  Debtors,  a    Voluntary  Assignment,  6. 

Executors  and  Administrators.    See  Courts,  1-6.    Insurance,  2, 3. 
Wills. 


Expert  Testimony.    See  Evidence,  2. 

Extension  of  time  for  payment    See  Bills  and  Notes,  1,  3. 

Extras:  Claims  for.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  7-13, 

Fai^e  Representations.    See  Agency,  1.    Contracts,  1.    Fraud,  3. 
Insxtrance,  5. 

Fellow-Servants.    See  Master  and  Seryant,  6-6.    Railroads,  21. 

Fences.    See  Boundaries. 

Findinos  of  fact    See  Appear  14 

FiSHiNa:  Right  of.    See  Waters,  3. 

Foreclosure.    See  Mortgages. 

Forfetturb.    See  Insurance,  8-ia    Master  and  Servant,  4 


^r 
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FRAUD. 

See  Agency,  1.    Contraots,  1    Counties.    Equity,  1.    Insurance,  5^ 
Municipal  Oobpobations,  16^  17.    Pabtnebship,  S,  3,  5. 

!•  Where  a  voluntary  conveyance  is  made  by  an  aged  person  of  his  en- 
tire property,  without  consideration  and  under  circumstanoes  of 
secrecy,  to  one  who  stands  in  a  position  of  trust  and  confidence 
to  hini,  the  burden  of  proof  is  upon  the  grantee  to  show  that  the 
conveyance  was  not  tainted  with  undue  influence  or  fraud.  Doyle 
v.  Wdch,  "  34 

2l  The  presumption  of  undue  influence  and  fraud  in  this  case,  arising 
from  such  a  convevance  by  an  aged  father  to  his  daughter,  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  cnildren  of  his  son,  is  hdd  not  to  have  been  over- 
come by  the  evidence.  Ibid. 

8.  Plaintiff  and  defendants  agreed  to  become  jointly  interested  in,  and 
copurchasers  of,  certain  land.  Defendants  were  agents  of  the 
vendor  to  make  the  sala  The^  paid  the  earnest  money,  and  took 
a  receipt  from  the  vendor,  specifying  when  subsequent  payments 
should  DC  made  and  providing  that  m  case  of  default  in  any  pay- 
ments said  earnest  money  should  be  forfeited,  time  being  of  the 
essence  of  the  contract  Plaintiff  afterwards  paid  to  defendants, 
for  the  vendor,  a  sum  equal  to  the  earnest  money  paid  by  them, 
and  also  his  lialf  of  the  next  payment,  and  this  money  was  by  them 
paid  over  and  applied  on  the  purchase  in  conformity  with  his  in- 
structions. Plamtiff  thereafter  failed  and  refused  to  make  further 
payment^  and  defendants  completed  the  purchase  and  sold  the 
land  again  at  a  loss,  receiving,  however,  no  money  upon  such  sale, 
but  onlv  other  property  which  had  not,  when  the  action  was  com- 
menced, been  converted,  in  whole  or  in  i)art,  into  money.  The  evi- 
dence tended  to  show  that  defendants  were  to  receive  from  the 
vendor  a  large  commission  on  the  sale,  but  had  falsely  stated  to 
plaintiff  that  no  commission  was  allowed  them  and  that  the  price 
agreed  on  was  the  rock-bottom  prica  Held,  that  plaintiff  could 
not  recover  from  defendants  the  money  paid  by  him,  as  money  had 
and  received  by  them  to  his  usa  If  injured  by  any  ^ud  or  deceit 
of  defendants,  his  action  should  be  founded  thereon.  Bletvitt  v. 
McRae,  153 

Frauds,  Statute  op.    See  Partnership,  1-5.    Waters^  6l 

FRAUDULENT  CONVEYANCEa 

See  Equity,  1. 

1.  A  city  lot  was  purchased  and  improved  with  money  from  the  sepa- 
rate estate  of  a  married  woman,  but  the  title  was  taken  in  Uie 
name  of  her  husband.  Afterwards,  aoting  through  her  husband  as 
agent,  she  traded  said  lot  for  other  land,  receiving  some  cash,  and 
this,  with  other  money  belonging  to  her  separate  estate,  was  in- 
vested in  speculative  purchases  of  real  estate  which  resulted  in 
large  profits,  the  husband  investing  no  money  of  his  own,  but  tak- 
ing the  title  to  the  several  parcels  in  his  own  name  for  convenience, 
until  finally  he  conveyed  to  the  wife  the  lands  which  were  the  out- 
come of  the  various  transactiona  Held,  that  prior  to  the  statute 
(sec.  2077,  R.  S.  1878),  there  would  have  been  a  valid  resulting  trost 
in  favor  of  the  wife  in  each  of  the  various  parcels  of  land  so  held 
by  the  husband,  and,  although  such  trusts  have  been  abolished. 
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yet  his  conyejanoe  in  ezecotian  thereof  was  founded  upon  a  suffi- 
cient consideration  and,  in  the  absence  of  fraud,  is  valid  even  as 
against  his  creditors.    Martin  v.  Remington,  540- 

2l  The  increment  of  a  wife's  property  due  to  the  sagacity  and  industry 
of  her  husband  cannot  be  reached  by  his  creditors.  IbicL 

GARNISHMENT. 
See  VOLUNTABY  Assignment,  1, 1^ 

1.  On  the  trial  of  a  garnishment  action  which  was  commenced  before 

judgment  in  the  main  action,  the  judgment  roll  in  the  main  action 
should  be  introduced  in  evidence.  O.  L,  Packard  Machinery  Co,  v. 
Laev,  644 

2.  Ck>rporate  stock  cannot  be  reached  by  garnishing  the  person  in  pos* 

session  of  the  certificates,  but  the  mode  of  procedure  prescribed  by 
seca  2738,  2089,  2990,  R  S.  1878,  should  be  followed.  IhidL 

Gates  at  highway  crossing.    See  Railroads,  14 

Guaranty.    See  Contracts,  2.    Equity,  2,  a    Suretyship. 

HIGHWAYS. 
See  Municipal  Corporations,  2, 8.    Railroads,  14 

1.  In  an  action  against  a  town  for  injuries  alleged  to  have  been  caused 

by  defects  in  a  bridge,  a  denial  in  the  answer,  following  the  lan- 
guage of  the  complaint,  that  the  town  had  laid  out.  used,  and  main- 
tained the  road  in  question  "  for  a  great  number  of  years,"  and  that 
the  town  had  kept  and  maintained  the  bridges  "  for  twenty  years 
or  more,"  is  a  negative  pregnant  and  raises  no  issua  Qrimm  v. 
Washburn,  229 

2,  Whether  it  was  prudent  under  the  circumstances  shown  in  this  case 

to  attempt  to  pass,  with  a  loaded  wagon,  over  an  old  bridge,  the 
stringers  of  wmch  were  rotton,  is  held  to  have  been  a  question  for 
the  jury.  Ibid. 

8.  Evidence  that  a  bridge  on  a  public  highway  had  been  built  for  some 
time;  that  it  was  in  bad  condition  about  five  years  prior  to  the 
accident;  that  its  timbers  were  old  and  rotton;  and  that  its  rotten 
condition  caused  the  accident,  was  sufficient  to  take  to  the  jury 
the  question  whether  the  town  was  chargeable  with  notice  of  the 
defect.  Ibid, 

Husband  and  Wipe.    See  Evidence,  6.    Fraudulent  Conveyances. 

ILLEGITIMATB  CHILDREN.     See  WlLI5,  7. 

Indebtedness:  Constitutional  limit    See  Municipal  Corporations, 
18-21. 

Indefiniteness.    See  BnAA  and  Notes,  1,  2.    Pleading,  & 

iNJUNcnoNs.    See  Waters,  a 

Insolvency.    See  Appeal,  5.    Buildino  and  Loan    Associations. 
Constitutional  Law,  2,    Equity,  2,  a    Mortoaqes.    Voluntary 

ASSIONUENT. 
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INSTRUCTIONS  TO  JURY. 

See  Assault  and  Battkey,  2,    Criminal  Law,  2, 13, 13, 15,  IC    Rail- 

BOADS,  11, 17-19. 

1  A  charge  that  the  jury  must  pay  no  attention  to  comments  on  the 
part  of  counsel  or  of  the  court  is  held  not  a  material  error,  where, 
m  immediate  connection  therewith,  the  court  charged  that»  in  ar- 
riving at  their  verdict,  the  jury  "  must  take  in  evidence  all  the 
evidence  and  onlv  the  evidence;"  that  in  running  over  the  evi- 
dence it  was  for  tnem  to  say  what  weight  should  be  given  to  the 
testimony  of  each  witness;  and  that  they  were  the  judges  of  the 
candor  and  fairness  of  the  witnesses,  and  the  only  judges  as  to 
the  weight  that  should  be  given  to  the  testimony  of  each  of  the 
parties.    Malonev,  Gferth,  166 

2l  It  was  error  to  refuse  an  instruction  that  the  number  of  witnesses 
and  their  concurrence  in  support  of  a  ^ven  state  of  fiacts  was  a 
subject  of  material  importance  in  deciding  their  credibility,  for  the 
reason  that  there  was  much  less  probability  of  two  or  more  wit- 
nesses being  concerned  in  the  same  falsehood  or  being  influenced 
by  the  same  mistake  than  a  single  IndividuaL    BisetoSei  v.  Booths 

383 

&  Instructions  on  the  subject  of  positive  and  negative  testimony  which 
were  given  in  such  a  way  as  to  leave  the  impression  that  piaintifTs 
evidence  was  positive  and  defendant's  negative,  are  heui  to  have 
been  misleading,  although  correct  as  abstract  propositions  of  law. 

Ibid, 

4  Where  there  is  to  be  a  special  verdict,  the  right  to  recover  being  a 
matter  of  law  to  be  determined  by  the  court  on  the  f^ts  foimd, 
instructions  to  the  jury  may  properly  be  limited  to  the  particular 
questions,  and  no  general  instructions  be  given.    QoeseC  u  Davis, 

678 

INSURANCE. 
Life, 

1.  In  case  of  doubt  or  ambiguity  the  language  of  an  insurance  policy 
should  be  construed  most  strongly  against  the  insurer.  Patterson 
V.  Natural  Premium  Mut  L.  Ins,  Co,  118 

2k  One  to  whom,  as  beneficiar^r,  a  policy  of  life  insurance  is  payable  or 
has  been  assigned  has,  until  the  insured  makes  a  change  of  benefi- 
ciary, such  a  vested,  subsisting  interest  in  the  policy  as  would  pass 
to  his  personal  representatives  in  case  of  death.  loid, 

8.  Where  third  persons  are  beneficiaries,  intentional  suicide  of  the  in- 
sured while  sane  does  not  avoid  a  policy  of  life  insurance,  in  the 
absence  of  any  provision  in  the  policy  to  that  effect.  [What  would 
be  the  rule  in  an  action  by  personal  representatives  oi  the  insured 
for  the  benefit  of  his  estate,  not  determined.]  Ibid, 

4  Although  suicide  is  technically  a  crime,  it  is  not  within  the  meaning 
of  a  clause  in  an  insurance  policy  providing  that  death  in  conse- 
quence of,  or  in,  violation  of  law  is  not  covered  by  the  policy,  where 
the  usual  suicide  clause  is  omitted  and  the  policy  provides  that  it 
shall  be  absolutely  incontestable  except  for  nonpayment  of  pre- 
miums or  misstatement  of  age.  loid, 

6i  False  statements  or  concealment  of  the  insured  in  respect  to  his 
health  are  covered  by  an  incontestable  clause  in  the  poucy.    Ibid, 
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6.  In  an  action  on  a  policy  of  life  insnianoe  which  did  not  cover  death 

by  suicide,  whether  voluntary  or  involuntuy,  sane  or  insane,  there 
was  evidence,  among  other  thin^  that  the  deceased  frequently 
became  intoxicated,  quarreled  with  his  wife,  and  then  threatened 
to  kill  himself;  that  on  one  such  occasion  he  attempted  to  cut  his 
throat,  and  on  the  same  evening  said  to  his  mother  **  Good-by  for 
the  last  time;  **  that  the  next  day  he  attempted  to  borrow  a  rifle 
and  a  revolver  to  shoot  rats,  but  finally  purchased  a  revolver  and 
ammunition  and  took  them  to  his  room,  saying  to  another  occu- 
pant of  the  building  that  he  "  had  a  weapon  and  would  never  see 
another  sunrise; ''  that  he  resisted  an  attempt  to  take  the  revolver 
away,  and  went  into  the  dining  room  alone;  that  shortly  after- 
wards a  shot  was  heard,  and  the  deceased  was  found  lying  on  the 
floor,  with  a  bullet  hole  through  his  head,  entering  above  the  right 
ear  and  coming  out  back  of  the  left  ear;  and  that  there  were  no 
marks  of  burnt  powder,  and  the  flesh  around  the  hole  was  not 
burned  or  broken.  Hddt  that  a  verdict  for  defendant  was  prop- 
erly directed,  the  only  reasonable  inference  which  could  be  drawn 
being  that  the  deceased  took  his  own  life.  Reris  v.  Northwestern 
Mut  R,  A890,  266 

7.  In  such  a  case  evidence  of  the  declarations  of  the  deceased  within 

the  twenty-four  hours  preceding  his  death,  tending  to  show  an  in- 
tention to  commit  suicide,  was  properly  admitted.  '  Ilnd, 

Benefit  Societies, 

S.  One  who  accepts  a  certificate  of  membership  in  a  mutual  benefit 
society,  subject  to  certain  conditions  and  liable  to  forfeiture  if  he 
shall  not  comply  with  said  conditions  and  **  such  by-laws  as  are  or 
may  he  adopted  by  the  head  camp  or  the  local  camp  of  which  he  is 
a  member,"  is  bound  by  anamenoment  tothe  by-laws,  subsequently 
adopted,  by  which  his  membership  becomes  forfeited  because  he  is 
engaged  in  a  business  prohibited  by  such  amendment.  Loeffler  v. 
Modem  Woodmen  of  America,  79 

9.  The  fact  that  no  action  was  taken  in  the  matter  until  about  three 
years  after  the  head  consul  of  the  society  had  knowledge  that  such 
member  was  engaged  in  the  prohibited  business,  and  that  during 
that  time  the  local  camp  continued  to  receive  his  dues  and  assess- 
ments, did  not  constitute  a  waiver  of  the  forfeiture,  where  the  head 
consul  had  no  duty  to  perform  in  respect  to  receiving  such  dues 
or  assessments  or  in  r&spect  to  the  suspension  of  the  member,  and 
one  of  the  conditions  to  which  the  contract  was  expressly  subject 
provided  that  no  officer  of  the  society  could  waive  such  a  forfeiture. 

Ibid, 

10.  A  member  of  a  mutual  benefit  society  who,  as  clerk  of  a  local  camp, 

receives  dues  and  assessments  from  himself  after  he  has  forfeited 
his  membership  by  engaging  in  a  prohibited  business,  does  not 
thereby  waive  such  forfeitura  Ibid, 

11.  A  stockholder,  officer,  and  salesman  of  a  corporation  dealing  in  liq- 

uors at  wholesale  is  a  "  wholesaler  of  liquors  "  within  the  meaning 
of  a  by-law  of  a  mutual  benefit  society  providing  that  a  member 
enga^in^  in  the  occupation  of  a  wholesaler  of  liquors  should  thereby 
foneit  his  membership.  IbicL 

12.  Where,  by  the  laws  of  a  mutual  benefit  societv,  all  decisions  of  the 

head  consul  are  subject  to  an  appeal  to  the  executive  council 
and  from  that  to  the  head  camp,  one  who  feels  aggrieved  by  a  de- 
cision of  the  head  consul  that  he  has  forfeited  his  membership 

Vol.  100—45 
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should  pursue  his  remedy  by  appeal  before  applying  to  a  court  of 
equity  for  relief.  IlndL 

Employers^  Liability, 

1&  A  policy  insuring  an  employer  against  liability  for  injuries  to  or 
death  of  employees  expressly  provided  that  "upon  the  occurrence 
of  an  accident,  and  also  upon  receipt  of  notice  of  any  claim  on  ac- 
count of  an  accident,  the  assured  shall  give  immediate  notice  in 
writing  of  such  accident  or  claim,"  eta  Hdd,  that  the  giving  of 
notice,  Doth  when  the  accident  occurred  and  when  the  claim  there- 
for was  made,  was  a  condition  precedent  which  the  employer  was 
bound  to  perform  in  order  to  maintain  an  action  on  the  policy* 
even  though  there  was  no  forfeiture  clause  therein.  Underwood 
Veneer  Co,  v,  London  G,  <Sb  A.  Co,  378 

14  Notice  of  an  accident,  given  for  the  first  time  when  a  claim  for  dam- 
ages therefor  was  made  nine  months  after  it  occurred,  is  not  a 
compliance  with  the  requirement  that  immediate  notice  shall  be 
given  of  the  occurrence  of  an  accident.  Ibid. 

Insubancb  Agents.    See  Suretyship. 

iNTOziCATma  Liquors.    See  Excise  Laws. 

Joinder. 
Of  causes  of  action.    See  Damages,  1. 

Of  parties.  See  Equity,  8.  Municipal  Corporations^  15.  Parties. 
Suretyship  3. 

JOINT  DEBTORa 

1.  Assumption  of  a  joint  debt  by  one  of  the  debtors  and  a  promise  to 
hold  the  other  harmless  therefrom,  do  not  render  the  latter  a  surety 
merely,  as  between  him  and  the  creditor,  where  the  creditor  did  not 
consent  to  any  change  of  liability,  and  received  no  consideration 
for  such  a  consent    ^irst  Nat  Bank  v.  Finch,  446 

%  One  joint  debtor  may  ^ve  his  individual  note  as  collateral  security 
for  the  joint  indebtedness,  and  the  taking  of  it  does  not  affect  any 
rights  of  the  creditor  upon  the  original  debt;  nor  does  the  prosecu- 
tion of  the  collateral  note  to  jud^ent  affect  the  right  of  action 
upon  the  original  debt,  at  least  until  satisfaction  is  ob&ined.   Ibid, 

8.  Where  a  debtor  is  liable  upon  a  joint  note  and  also  upon  an  individ- 
ual note,  the  amount  realized  on  an  execution  against  him,  levied 
under  a  judgment  embracing  the  entire  indebtedness,  may  prop- 
erly be  applied  by  the  creditor  exclusively  to  the  payment  of  the 
ind.ividual  nota  Ibid, 

Judges:  Disqualification.    See  Appeal^  15-18. 

JUDGMENT. 

Beforming  written  instrument    See  CoNTRACfTS,  4 

Transferring  title  to  land.    See  Courts,  6w 

Void  judgment:  Disqualification  of  judge:  Vacating,  See  Appeal^  1^18. 

On  being  affirmed  beoom>es  judgment  of  appellate  court 

A  judgment  of  the  trial  court,  when  affirmed  on  appeal,  becomes  the 
judgment  of  the  supreme  court,  and  the  trial  court  has  no  juris- 
diction thereafter  to  open  it^  set  it  aside,  modify  it,  or  do  anything 
in  regard  to  it  except  enforce  it    Crowns  v.  Forest  Land  Co.     554 
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Aa  a  bar  to  other  (zctiotu    See  Joint  Debtobs,  2. 

Against  city,  when  necessary  before  granting  of  mandamus.    See  Mi^ 

NldFAL  COBPOaATIONB,  23. 

Bes  adiudicata.    See  Appeal.,  19.    New  Trial^  a 

Reversal  on  appeal.    See  Affbal^  Affirmance  and  reversal, 

JmuBDicnoN.    See  Appeal^  4r-7.    Certiobabi,  1,  2.    Counties,  4,  & 
CouBTS.  Elections,  L  Judguent.   Mi7NiciFALGoBPOBATiONs»2a 

JURORa 

1.  JnroTB  drawn  and  designated  according  to  law  to  serve  at  a  term  of 

oourt  will  continue  legal  jurors  for  the  term  unless  excused  or  dis- 
char^d  by  the  oourt,  notwithstanding  a  change  in  tihe  method  of 
drawing  3urors  bj  a  statute  taking  effect  after  said  jurors  were 
drawn  and  before  the  commencement  of  the  term.  Wdty  v.  LaJee 
Superior  T.  &  T,  R  Co.  128 

2.  A  deficiency  of  jurors  for  the  term  should,  under  sea  2537,  R  S.  1878, 

as  amended  by  ch.  126,  Laws  of  1895,  be  supplied  by  drawing  names 
from  the  box  containing  the  names  of  petit  jurors  for  the  year;  but 
where,  in  such  a  case,  the  court  directed  the  summoning  of  jurors 
from  the  coimty  at  large,  and  the  only  objection  made  was  to  the 
issuing  of  the  special  venire  to  the  coroner  instead  of  to  the  sheriff, 
and  there  is  nothing  to  show  that  the  party  objecting  was  injured 
by  the  method  adopted  for  filling  the  panel,  the  irregularity  is  not 
ground  for  reversal  of  the  judgment     Union  Nat,  SanJe  v.  Cross, 

174 

Land  Contbact.    See  Fraud,  3.    Master  and  Servant,  L    Wiu^  2. 

Land  GRANTa    See  Railroads,  1--5. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT. 

1.  Evidence  of  previous  annual  profits,  made  while  carrying  on  a  theater 

and  saloon  business  in  a  leased  building,  is  admissible  to  i^ow  the 
profits  which  the  lessee  might  reasonably  anticipate  from  a  con- 
tinuation of  such  business  during  the  balance  of  the  term,  as  a 
basis  for  estimating  the  damages  recoverable  for  a  wrongful  evio 
tion;  but  profits  made  on  Sunda3rs,  resulting  from  a  criminal  vio- 
lation of  the  Sunday  laws,  can  form  no  legal  basis  for  the  estimate 
of  such  damages.    Raynor  v,  Val  Blatz  Brewing  Co,  414 

2.  Where,  in  such  a  case,  the  defendant  attempted  by  cross-examina- 

tion of  the  plaintiff,  and  by  a  question  proposed  for  the  special  ver- 
dict, to  ascertain  what  part  of  the  anticipated  profits  were  based 
upon  the  Sunday  business,  but  the  trial  court  held  the  inquiry  im- 
material, exceptions  to  such  rulings  properly  raised,  for  review  on 
appeal,  the  question  as  to  such  profits.  Ibid, 

3.  It  was  not  necessary,  in  such  a  case,  for  the  defendant  to  plead  the 

violation  of  the  Sunday  laws,  the  question  as  to  the  proper  ele- 
ments of  damage  being  one  of  evidence.  Ibid, 

4.  A  provision  in  a  lease  that  if,  during  the  term  thereof,  the  lessor 

should  rent  any  office  fronting  on  a  certain  street  for  a  less 
rate  per  sauare  foot  than  the  lessees  were  to  nay,  "such  reduction 
shall  also  oe  made  to  lessees  for  term  of  this  lease,"  is  not  a  cove- 
nant to  refund  any  portion  of  the  rent  paid  before  the  lessees  be- 
came entitled  to  a  reduction,  but  refers  only  to  rent  accruing 
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thereafter  during  the  remainder  of  the  term.    Copdand  v,  CMd- 
smith,  4S6 

5t  At  the  time  of  the  assignment  of  such  lease  by  the  lessor,  said  lessees 
were  not  entiUed  to  any  reduction  in  rent  Afterwards  an  agree- 
ment was  made  between  the  assi^ee  and  the  lessees,  reciting  that 
disputes  had  arisen  as  to  the  leasing  of  portions  of  the  buildmg  at 
lower  rentals,  that  claim  had  been  made  against  the  lessor  on  ao- 
count  thereof,  and  that  both  parties  desired  to  agree  upon  a  fixed 
sum  so  as  to  avoid  disputes,  which  simi  should  oe  in  lieu  of  the 
rent  reserved  under  the  lease^  and  fixing  the  lessee's  rent  at  a  cer- 
tain reduced  sum.  Held,  that  such  agreement  was  a  substitute 
for,  and  entirely  abrogated,  the  covenants  of  the  original  lease  as 
to  the  rent  reserved  and  the  rights  of  the  parties  thereunder.  Jbid 

Licenses  to  sell  liquors:  Transfer.    See  Exoisb  Laws. 

Lien  on  land.    See  Equity,  1. 

Life  Insurance.    See  Insurance,  1-12. 

LIMITATION  OF  ACTIONa 
See  Wills,  1. 

Under  sec.  4281,  R.  S.  1878  (providing  that  if,  when  a  cause  of  action 
accrues  against  any  person,  he  shall  be  out  of  the  state,  an  action 
may  be  commenced  thereon  within  the  statutory  time  "after  such 
person  shall  return  to  or  remove  to  this  state;  but  the  foregoing 
provision  shall  not  apply  to  any  case  where,  at  the  time  the  cause 
of  action  shall  accrue,  neither  the  partv  against  or  in  favor  of  whom 
the  same  shall  accrue,  is  a  resident  of  this  state  "),  the  statutes  of 
limitation  do  not  run  in  favor  of  a  nonresident,  so  long  as  he  con- 
tinues to  reside  outside  of  this  state,  where,  at  the  time  the  cause 
of  action  accrues,  the  party  in  whose  favor  it  accrues  is  a  resident 
of  this  stat&    National  Batik  of  Oshkoah  v,  Davis,  240 

Liquors:  Licenses  to  sell:  Transfer.    See  Excise  Laws. 

Logs  and  Timber.    See  Partnership,  3,  4    Waters,  3, 4 

MANDAMUa 

See  Common  Schooia    Elections,  1, 2.   Municipal  Corporations,  23. 

Mandamus  is  not  the  proper  proceeding  in  which  to  test  the  ques- 
tion of  the  relator*s  title  to  an  office  which  another  is  occupying 
under  claim  of  right  or  title.  Board  of  Education  v.  State  ex  reL 
Reed,  455 

Manslaughter.    See  Criminal  Law,  2, 1^16. 

Married  Women.    See  Evidence,  6.    Fraudulent  Conyetances. 

MASTEte  AND  SERVANT. 

Contract  of  employment:  Termination.    See  Common  Schooia 

1.  By  a  written  contract,  plaintiffs  agreed  to  move  to  a  village  being 
built  up  by  defendant;  to  keep  a  boarding  house  and  hotel  there; 
to  purcnase  of  defendant  not  less  than  eighty  acres  of  land,  upon 
which  they  were  to  make  monthly  payments  m -services  at  the  rate 
of  $300  per  annum;  to  "perform  such  labor  as  may  be  necessary 
in  the  superintending  the  clearing  of  land,  building  of  roads,  con- 
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stniction  of  buildings,  or  any  other  labor  that  may  be  required  of 
him"  by  the  defendant;  and  to  furnish  a  span  of  horses,  etc  A 
contract  for  the  purchase  of  the  land,  made  on  the  same  day,  fixed 
the  consideration  at  $600,  and  recited  that  it  was  to  be  paid  '*  ac- 
cording to  the  terms  of  a  certain  contract  made  by  the  parties,  bear- 
ing even  date  herewith."  Held,  that  the  contracts  should  be  con- 
strued together  as  one  instrument,  and  that  the  plaintiffs  thereby 
became  boimd  for  a  term  of  at  least  two  years'  service,  and  the  de- 
fendant bound  to  accept  payment  in  the  manner  indicated.  Wright 
V.  C  S.  Oraves  Land  Co,  269 

2.  The  contract  first  mentioned  plainly  required  plaintiff  to  superintend 

"the  clearing  of  land,"  etc.,  and  also  to  superintend  "any  other 
labor "  the  oef endant  might  have  done  there,  but  did  not  require 
him  to  do  any  work  other  than  superintendence.  It  was  error, 
therefore,  to  permit  the  jury  to  determine  the  construction  to  be 
given  to  the  words  "or  any  other  labor;"  but  the  error  was  not 
prejudicial  to  the  defendant  Ibid, 

3.  To  justify  a  termination  of  such  a  contract  of  employment  on  the 

ground  of  plaintiff's  refusal  to  work,  there  should  oe  at  least  a  rea- 
sonable showing  of  a  demand  and  refusal  to  do  some  kind  of  work 
not  inconsistent  with  other  duties  he  had  contracted  to  perform. 

Ibid. 

4.  A  party  to  a  contract  who  insists  upon  a  technical  forfeiture  of  it 

upon  certain  specified  grounds  is  deemed  to  have  waived  other 
breaches.  Ibid, 

Injuries  to  servants:  Negligence:  Fellow-servants,  See  Railroads,  15-21. 

.5.  Failure  of  an  employer  to  instruct  an  inexperienced  employee  in  re- 
gard to  a  particular  danger  of  the  employment  does  not  constitute 
actionable  negligence  unless  it  was  reasonably  to  be  apprehended 
that  the  circumstances  requisite  to  set  that  danger  in  motion  might 
probably  occur.    Dahlke  v,  Illinois  Steel  Co,  481 

6.  The  contract  of  emplojrment,  by  implication,  includes  an  assumption 

by  the  employee  of  all  the  ordinary  risks  incident  to  the  employ- 
ment, such  as  the  risk  of  a  co-employee's  failing  to  exercise  ordi- 
nary care.  Ibid, 

7.  An  employer  is  not  liable  for  the  death  of  an  employee  caused  by  the 

blowing  off  of  the  door  of  a  stove  connected  with  a  blast  furnace 
while  he  was  engaged  in  tightening  a  nut  on  such  door,  where  there 
was  no  danger  in  working  at  the  door  unless  the  blast  was  on,  and 
of  the  fact  that  it  was  on  he  was  ignorant  solely  through  the  neg- 
lect of  a  co-employee.  IbvoL 

8.  A  stove-tender  in  a  blast  furnace  was  a  fellow-servant  of  a  common 

laborer  who,  b^  direction  of  their  common  employer,  was  assisting 
him  and  working  under  his  direction  in  repairmg  the  stova    Ibia, 

MAXIM& 

Judicia  sunt  tanquam  juris  dicta,  et  pro  veritate  accipiuntur,  887, 888. 

Noscitur  a  sociis,  62w 

Stare  decisis,  et  non  quieta  movere,  840,  590. 

Measxtbb  of  DAMAOB&    See  Damages. 

MILLS  AJO)  MILL-DAMa 

A  deed  of  a  portion  of  a  water  power,  describing  the  volume  of  water 
conveyed  as  "  water  to  the  full  extent  and  capacity  of  the  bulk- 
head now  there^"  referring  to  an  old  fiume  or  bulkhead  18.07  feet 
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wide^  0.89  feet  deep  measuring  from  the  orest  of  the  dam,  12  feet 
in  length  with  the  stream,  and  obstructed  by  a  rack  to  keep  debris 
out  of  the  flume,  made  of  one-inch  by  five-inch  oak  boards  set  edge- 
ways in  the  water  about  one  inch  apart,  with  the  upstream  edges 
shfiurpened,  and  worn  by  ten  years*  use,  the  flume  not  having  been 
in  use  for  some  time  before  tne  grant,  is  construed  as  follows: 

(1)  That  the  particular  bulkhead  referred  to,  w^ith  all  the  condi- 
tions existing  at  the  date  of  the  grant,  in  any  way  influencing  the 
flow  of  water  through  the  same,  were  designated  by  the  language 
of  the  grant  as  instruments  of  measurement  by  which  to  deter- 
mine the  amount  of  water  conveyed  thereby. 

(2)  That  the  term  "  full  extent  and  capacity,'*  as  used  in  the  grant, 
permitted  the  grantee  to  take  water  onljr  in  a  proper  way,  and  that 
a  proper  way  requires  such  taking  to  be  in  sucn  manner  as  not  to 
draw  down  the  head  of  water  so  as  to  materiallv  diminish  the 
amoimt  of  power  obtainable  from  a  given  volume  thereof. 

(3)  That  plaintiff  is  entitled,  under  such  grant,  to  have  the  amount 
of  water,  in  cubic  feet  per  minute,  that  will  flow  through  a  flume 
such  as  the  one  mentioned  in  the  grant,  under  all  the  conditions 
existing  at  the  date  thereof  in  any  way  influencing  such  flow,  the 
velocity  of  the  water  to  be  limited,  however,  to  such  as  will  not  so 
materially  draw  down  the  head  as  to  use  the  water  in  a  wasteful 
way,  and  when  such  amount  is  so  determined,  plaintiff  is  entitled 
to  use  such  amount  for  the  creation  of  power  in  any  way  it  sees  fit. 
Appkton  Paper  &  Pulp  Co.  v,  Kiwberly  db  Clark  Co.  195 

liiSTAKEi    See  Attobnets  at  Law.    Contraots,  2-4    Nbw  Tbial,  4 

MORTQAGEa 

See  BuiLDiNa  and  Loan  Associations^  6, 7.    Chattel  MoRTGAGEa. 

The  appointment  of  a  receiver,  pending  the  foreclosure  of  mort- 
gages, to  collect  and  apply  the  rents  of  the  premises,  is  held  to  have 
been  proper,  where  the  mortga^r  was  insolvent  and  had  made  a 
general  assignment,  and  the  assignee  was  in  possession,  taking  the 
rents  and  profits  of  the  mortgaged  premises,  out  the  taxes  had  not 
been  paid  or  the  insurance  kept  up,  and  there  was  a  question 
whether  the  premises  would  be  round  to  be  adequate  security  for 
the  amount  of  the  mortgage  debts  and  subsequent  inoumbianoee. 
WinMer  v,  Magdeburg^  421 

MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONa 

Defective  incorporation:  Legalizing,    See  ViLLAaES. 

Officers:  Elections.    See  Elections,  S. 

Adoption  of  general  charter  provisions:  Notice, 

1.  Seo,  72,  oh.  812,  Laws  of  189S,  provides  that  any  city  organised  under 
a  special  charter  may  by  ordinance  adopt  any  part  of  the  genenJ 
charter  act,  but  before  action  shall  be  taken  on  such  ordinance  ^'it 
shall  be  published  at  least  once  in  each  week  for  three  suooessive 
weeks  in  the  official  city  paper,  .  .  .  together  with  a  notice  of 
the  time  said  ordinance  will  be  considered.*'  Held,  that  in  respect 
to  such  notice  the  statute  is  mandatory,  and  a  failure  to  oomply 
therewith  renders  nugatory  the  passage  of  suoh  an  ordinance^  Mer- 
man V.  Oconto,  391 
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Actions:  Neglect  to  prosecute:  Bight  of  taoopayer.    See  Parties,  1. 

Streets  and  alleys:  Discontinuance:  Amendment  of  charters, 

2.  By  sec.  904,  R  S.  1878,  village  boards  were  authorized  to  discontinue 
any  street  or  alley,  or  any  part  thereof,  upon  petition  of  all  the  own- 
ers of  lots  or  lands  on  such  street  or  alle^,  "  and  not  othertvise,**  Sec. 
927  provided  that  "the  common  council  of  every  city  mav exercise 
all  tne  powers  conferred  on  village  boards  by  sections  895-904. "  The 
language  of  sec.  904  was  incorporated  into  the  city  charter  of  Janes- 
ville  (sec.  6,  subch.  VII,  ch.  22i,  Laws  of  1882X  except  that  the  words 
**  city  "  and  "  common  council "  were  substituted  for  "village  "  and 
"  board  of  trustees."  Held,  that  the  city  of  Janes ville  was  thereby 
taken  completely  out  from  under  the  general  statutes  mentioned, 
so  far  as  discontinuing  or  vacating  any  street  or  alley,  or  any  part 
thereof,  was  concerned.    Babies  v,  JanesvUle,  869 

8.  By  ch.  174,  Laws  of  1891,  sec.  904,  R  S.  1878,  was  amended  so  as  to 
authorize  village  boards  to  discontinue  streets  and  alleys  upon  pe- 
tition of  a  part  only  of  the  owners  of  lands  thereon;  and  ch.  118, 
Laws  of  1895,  provided  that  sea  927,  R  S.  1878,  be  amended  by  in- 
serting certain  words  therein,  "so  that  said  section,  when  amended, 
shall  read  as  follows: "  —  reciting  the  section  at  length.  Constru- 
ing these  acte  in  the  light  of  the  statutory  rules  of  construction 
(sees.  4986,  4987,  R  S.  1878),  and  of  sea  46,  subch.  XII  of  the  Janes- 
ville  charter  (providing  that  "  no  general  law  of  this  state  contra- 
vening the  provisions  of  "  said  charter  "  shall  be  considered  as  re- 
X)ealing,  amending  or  modifying  the  same  imlass  such  purpose  be 
expressly  set  forth  in  said  law  "),  it  is  held  that  there  is  nothing  in 
either  of  them  evincing  an  intention  to  modify  or  repeal  the  pro- 
vision of  the  charter  in  respect  to  discontinuing  streets  or  alleys, 
and  hence  that  they  did  not  have  that  effect  The  recital  or  re- 
enactment,  in  ch.  118,  Laws  of  1895,  of  sea  927  as  amended,  merely 
continued  in  force  the  provisions  re-enacted,  and  did  not  give  any 
new  significance  to  the  words  "  common  council  of  every  city,"  so 
as  to  make  the  amended  section  904  applicable  to  the  city  of  «Janes- 
viUa  Ibid. 

•Contracts:  Public  improvements:  Claims  for  "eoctras,** 

4  A  contractor  for  the  construction  of  a  wooden  sewer  cannot  hold 
the  city  liable  on  the  groimd  of  imperfections  in  the  plans  because 
of  the  impracticability  of  making  with  such  a  sewer  a  certain  re- 
quired turn,  where  such  impracticability  was  obvious  on  the  face 
of  the  plans.    BumJham  v.  Milwaukee,  55 

Q.  Where  a  contract  for  the  construction  of  a  sewer  provided  that  an 
extra  foundation  therefor,  of  the  nature  indicated  in  the  plans, 
should  be  built  whenever,  in  the  opinion  of  the  board  of  public 
works,  the  same  should  be  necessary,  and  where,  from  the  nature 
of  the  situation,  no  human  foresight  could  determine  in  advance 
whether  a  foundation  would  be  necessary  or  not,  the  contractor  can- 
not hold  the  city  liable  for  extra  work  alleged  to  have  been  made 
necessary  by  defective  plans,  on  the  ground  that  the  plans  did  not 
absolutely  require  the  extra  foundation.  Ibid. 

<L  It  being,  by  the  terms  of  the  contract,  a  matter  resting  wholly  in  the 
judgment  and  discretion  of  the  board  of  public  wor&s  whether  an 
extra  foundation  should  be  required  or  not»  the  decision  of  the 
board  in  that  behalf  is  final  unless  impeached  for  fraud  or  dishon- 
esty; and  where  the  board,  after  due  consideration,  has  refused 
to  order  a  foundation  to  be  put  in,  no  liability  on  the  part  of  the 
city  arises  because  the  work  is  more  expensive  to  the  contractor 
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than  it  would  have  been  had  the  foundation  been  ordered;  nor  can 
such  a  liability  be  based  on  a  finding  that  the  board  obstinately 
and  unreasonaDly  refused  to  order  or  permit  the  foundation  to  he 
plaoed  under  the  sewer  and  that  by  reason  thereof  it  was  guilty  of 
gross  negUgence.  fbid. 

7.  Whefte,  by  law  and  by  a  contract  with  a  city,  the  board  of  public 
works  was  given  power  to  adjust  and  determine  finally  all  ques- 
tions as  to  the  proper  performance  of  the  work  and  the  amount 
earned  under  the  contract,  and  it  was  provided  that  the  contractor 
must  make  out  and  present  to  the  board  a  written  statement  of 
the  amount  claimed  for  extra  or  additional  work  and  materials, 
there  can  be  no  recovery  for  such  extras  unless  the  claim  there- 
for was  presented  or  some  legal  excuse  is  shown  for  its  nonpreeen- 
tation;  and,  where  the  claim  had  in  fact  never  been  presented,  it 
is  not  a  sufficient  excuse  that  the  board  knew  the  contractor  had 
a  claim  and  had  from  time  to  time  discussed  matters  with  him, 
or  that  the  board  refused  to  act  on  his  claims  or  to  give  him  a  full 
and  fair  hearing  in  the  matter.  lincL 

&  The  requirement  that  a  written  statement  of  a  claim  for  extras 
shoula  be  presented  was  not  complied  with  by  the  contractor  going 
before  the  board  with  his  accounts  in  his  pocket,  contained  in 
various  books  of  account;  and  the  board  was  justified  in  refusing 
to  act  upon  the  claim  in  that  shape.  Ibi£. 

9.  The  positive  requirements  of  such  a  contract  as  to  the  presentation 
of  claims  for  extras  cannot  be  overturned  by  proof  of  a  custom  or 
usage  to  the  contrary.  IbuJL 

10.  A  contractor  for  the  construction  of  a  sewer  who  expressly  assumes 

all  risk  from  the  influx  of  water  into  the  work  cannot  recover 
extra  compensation  for  pumping  out  such  water  because  the  work 
proved  more  laborious  or  moro  expensive  than  he  anticipated.  IbicL 

11.  Where  a  contractor  for  the  construction  of  a  sewer  makes  a  claim 

to  recover  for  extra  labor  a;id  materials,  and  from  the  nature  of 
the  case  it  is  impossible  for  the  city  to  controvert  the  claim,  it 
is  not  sufficient  for  him  to  show  merely  the  expenditiure  of  a  ceiv 
tain  amount  of  money  in  the  work,  but  he  must  show  by  satis- 
factory evidence  that  the  work  for  which  the  money  was  expended 
was  entirely  distinct  from  the  original  contract  and  directly  con- 
nected with  and  necessary  to  the  completion  of  the  work.        Ibid» 

12.  Where  all  the  ri^ht  of  a  contractor  to  compensation  for  extra  labor 

and  materials  m  certain  portions  of  the  work  had  accrued  at  the 
time  a  claim  for  such  extras  was  presented  and  allowed  by  the 
board  of  public  works,  which  board  had  power  under  the  contract 
to  adjust  and  determine  finally  all  such  questions,  he  cannot  after- 
wards obtain  additional  compensation  by  including  in  his  final  bill 
a  further  claim  for  extras  in  respect  to  the  work  so  settled  for.  IbidL 

13.  In  such  a  case,  one  who,  though  not  the  nominal  contractor,  was  the 

real  part^  in  interest,  is  chargeable  with  the  oonsequenoes  of  the 
acts  of  his  representative,  the  nominal  contractor,  and  cannot,  after 
accepting  the  fruits  of  those  acts,  surcharge  his  accounts  and  plead 
ignorance  of  the  situation.  IbidL 

Same:  Method  of  payment:  Parties:  Fraud, 

14  Where  by  the  terms  of  a  contract  for  municipal  improvements  the 
amount  due  thereon  is  pa^ble  in  money,  with  an  option  on  the 
part  of  the  city  to  pav  in  city  orders,  assessment  certificates,  or  im- 
provement bonds,  if  the  city  fails  to  exercise  or  declare  such  option 
a  money  recovery  may  be  had.    Herman  v,  Oconto^  d91 
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15.  In  an  action  against  a  city  on  a  contract  for  public  improvements, 

it  is  no  defense  that,  at  the  time  of  making  the  contract,  the  con- 
tractor was  not  the  real  party  in  interest  but  had  secured  the  con- 
tract for  the  benefit  of  a  third  person.  IbidL 

16.  In  such  an  action  an  answer  alleging,  on  information  and  belief,  that 

the  contract  was  secured  by  means  of  fraud,  bribery,  and  corrup- 
tion in  j[)aying  to  certain  members  of  the  board  of  public  works,  by 
whom  it  was  let  and  executed  on  behalf  of  the  city,  whose  names 
were  to  the  defendant  unknown,  large  sums  of  money  intended  to 
corrupt  and  influence,  and  which  did  corruptly  influence  and  con- 
trol, the  action  of  such  members,  and  thereby  influenced  and  con- 
trolled the  action  of  the  board  in  letting  and  executing  the  contracts 
is  held  sufficient,  upon  a  demurrer  ore  terms  and  in  the  absence  of 
any  motion  to  make  it  more  definite  and  certain,  to  authorize  the 
admission  of  evidence  as  to  the  alleged  fraud,  eta  IbicU 

17.  The  mere  fact  that  the  contract,  in  such  a  case,  was  let  to  the  high- 

est bidder,  or  that  it  was  not  binding  until  approved  by  the  com- 
mon council,  would  not  obviate  the  objection  to  the  contract,  based 
on  such  fraud  and  bribery.  IbicL 

Indebtedness:  Constitutional  limit 

t 

18.  The  amount  of  money  in  a  city  treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  school 

fund,  which  is  pledged  to  the  support  of  the  public  schools  and  can- 
not lawfully  be  diverted  to  anv  other  purpose,  cannot  be  deducted 
from  the  amount  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  city,  in  determining 
whether  the  constitutional  limit  of  indebtedness  has  been  reached 
Rice  V.  Milwaukee,  51ft 

19.  In  determining  that  question,  the  amount  to  the  credit  of  a  "  bond^ 

Interest,  and  sinking  fund,"  wlilch  under  the  charter  is  set  amrt 
for  the  payment  of  principal  and  interest  on  bonds  and  scrip  of  the 
city  and  cannot  lawfully  be  used  for  any  other  purpose,  is  a  proper 
credit  to  be  considered  m  reduction  of  the  indebtedness.  Ibid, 

20.  Estimated  revenues  to  be  derived  from  liquor  licenses,  from  a  street 

railway  tax  or  license  based  upon  earnings,  and  from  other  like 
sources,  being  uncertain  in  amoimt,  not  in  process  of  collection, 
and  not  dependent  upon  any  act  of  the  city,  cannot  be  considered 
as  offsets  against  the  city's  indebtedness;  especially  where  the 
moneys  reasonably  to  be  expected  from  such  sources  have  been  an- 
ticipated in  the  annual  budget  Ibid, 

21.  Where,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  overdrafts  on  other  funds,  money 

is  drawn  from  a  fund  over  which  the  council  has  no  control  except 
to  pay  regular  demands  upon  it,  the  amount  of  the  overdrafts  should 
be  considered  a  debt,  in  determining  the  amount  of  the  city's  in- 
debtedness. Ibid, 

Claims:  Appeal  from  common  coundL 

22.  The  charter  of  the  city  of  Ashland  (ch.  27,  Laws  of  1889)  provides  that 

no  suit  of  any  kind  shall  be  brought  against  the  city  in  any  court, 
but  the  claim  shall  be  presented  to  the  common  council,  and  from 
its  adverse  action  the  claimant  may  appeal,  within  twenty  days,  to 
the  circuit  court.  Held,  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  circuit  court 
over  the  subject  matter  depends  upon  an  appeal  duly  taken,  and 
hence  the  objection  that  an  appeal  was  not  taken  within  the  pre- 
scribed time  may  be  raised  for  the  first  time  on  apx)eal  to  the  su- 
preme court  So  far  as  the  decision  in  Sfied  v,  Appleton,  49  Wis. 
125,  is  contrary  to  this  doctrine,  it  is  overruled.    Telford  v.  Ashland, 

238 
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Claima:  AUouxmce:  Enforcing  payment:  Mandamus, 

2a  The  charter  of  the  city  of  Ashland  (ch.  27,  Laws  of  1889)  provider  that 
no  action  shall  lie  against  the  city  on  any  claim  or  demand,  hat 
the  same  shall  be  presented  to  the  common  council  for  allowanoe» 
and  its  disallowance  thereof  shall  be  final  and  conclusive  unless 
appealed  from  within  a  prescribed  time;  that  the  clerk  shall  draw 
all  orders  u|>on  the  treasury  in  pursuance  of  an  order  or  resolution 
of  the  council ;  that  no  execution  shall  issue  against  the  city  on  any 
judgment,  but  the  amount  of  the  judgment  shall  be  levied  and  col- 
lected as  a  part  of  the  next  year's  taxes,  and  paid  before  May  1 
following;  that  no  debt  shall  be  contracted  or  certificate  of  indebt- 
edness issued  unless  authorized  by  vote  of  a  majority  of  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  council;  that  the  council  shall  not  authorize  the  issue  of 
orders  upon,  the  treasurer  imless  money  to  i)ay  the  same  is  in  his 
hands  to  the  credit  of  the  fund  upon  which  it  is  drawn;  that  an- 
nual estimates  of  the  amounts  to  be  raised  by  taxation  shall  be  laid 
before  the  council,  which  shall  thereupon  levy  such  sums  as  mav 
be  sufficient  for  the  several  purooses  for  which  taxes  are  authorized, 
not  exceeding  the  limit  provided  by  law ;  and  that  the  taxes  collected 
shall  be  applied  in  the  order  named.  The  council  allowed  certain 
claims  based  upon  debts  which  the  city  had  power  to  contract,  but 
no  orders  for  tne  payment  thereof  were  issued  because  of  a  lack  of 
funds.  Held,  that  no  action  on  such  claims  can  be  maintained.  Al- 
though they  are  not  to  be  regarded  as  judgments  against  the  city, 
their  allowance  was  final  and  conclusive,  and  mandamus  will  lie  to 
enforce  their  payment  without  first  obtaining  judgment  thereon. 
Outta  Percha  db  Rubber  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Ashland,  232 

HUBDER.    See  Criminal  Law,  1-3, 12-16. 

Mutual  Benefit  Societies.    See  Insurance,  8-1)3l 

Name  of  party:  Alias,    See  Pleadinq,  1. 

Navioablb  Rivers.    See  Waters,  1-4 

Negative  Pregnant.    See  Highways,  1, 

NEGLIGENCR 

Bee  Damages,  8.   Highways,  2,  a   Master  and  Servant,  5-8l   Munici- 
pal Ck)RPORATiONS,  G.    Railroads,  6, 147-22. 

1»  What  persons  customarily  do  under  similar  circumstances  has  no 
application  as  a  test  of  ordinary  care,  where  the  act  is  so  obviouj^y 
dangerous  as  to  constitute  negligence  as  matter  of  law.  Douglas 
V.  C,  M  <fc  St  RKR,  Co.  405 

S.  It  is  the  dutv  of  the  proprietor  of  an  office  building  to  see  that  the 
passenger  elevators  operated  by  him  therein  are  properly  and  sateij 
constructed,  and  that  they  are  operated  with  the  highest  degree 
of  skill  commensurate  with  or  proportionate  to  the  possibility  of 
injury  to  passengers  using  them.    Obemdorfer  v,  Pdbst,  605 

IL  In  an  action  to  recover  for  the  death  of  a  person  who  fell  into  the 
shaft  while  attempting  to  enter  a  passenger  elevator  in  defendant's 
office  building,  the  evidence  —  showing,  among  other  things,  that 
the  man  in  charge,  after  stopping  the  car  and  opening  the  door, 
started  to  close  the  door  again  and  to  raise  the  car  so  that  its  floor 
would  be  level  with  that  of  the  building,  telling  the  deceased,  who 
was  attempting  to  enter  the  car,  to  "wait lb  minute; "  and  that  de- 
ceased stumbled  and  fell  against  him,  causing  him  to  throw  the 
lever  wide  open,  so  that  the  car  shot  upward,  while  deoeaaed  fell 
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into  the  shaft, —  is  hdd  sufficient  to  warrant  the  submission  of  the 
case  to  the  jury  on  the  question  of  negligence.  IbidL 

4.  The  question  in  such  case  being  whether  or  not  the  elevator  was 
negligently  operated  at  the  time  of  the  accident,  evidence  to  show 
that  the  operator  was  inexperienced  and  incompetent  tended  to 
raise  a  collateral  and  immaterial  issue,  and  its  admission  was  error 
prejudicial  to  defendant  Ibid. 

Neqotiablb  Instruments.    See  Biii^  and  Notes.    Pledqes. 

NEW  TRIAL. 

See  Appeal^  12.    Assattlt  and  Battery,  L 

L  A  verdict  wholly  unsupported  by  evidence  which  the  jury  had  a 
right  to  believe  is  perverse,  and  a  new  trial  may  be  granted  with- 
out the  imposition  of  costs  as  terms.    Becker  v.  Holm,  281 

2.  The  supreme  court,  on  reversing  a  judgment,  directed  judgment  to 
be  entered  for  the  plaintiff,  unless  the  trial  court  should,  in  its  dis- 
cretion, grant  leave  to  certain  defendants  to  amend  their  answer 
so  as  to  raise  and  present  for  trial  the  issue  of  a  reformation  of  the 
contract  upon  which  the  action  was  based.  Held,  that  the  man- 
date in  effect  granted  a  new  trial  upon  the  condition  mentioned. 
Wisconsin  M.  &  F.  Ins.  Co.  Bank  v.  mann,  596 

8.  On  appeal  from  a  judgment  rendered  after  the  determination  of  the 
issues  raised  by  the  amended  answer  in  such  a  case,  the  only  ques- 
tion to  be  determined  with  reference  to  the  amendment  is  whether 
the  discretion  of  the  trial  court  was  properly  exercised,  its  power 
to  allow  the  amendment  being  res  adjudicata.  Ibid, 

4  Although  a  judgment  cannot  be  set  aside  and  a  new  trial  granted 
merely  on  the  ground  of  a  mistake  of  counsel  on  a  question  of  law, 
yet,  after  reversal  of  a  judgment  on  appeal,  if  the  mandate  is  suffi- 
ciently broad  to  permit  it,  the  trial  court  may  allow  the  pleadings 
to  be  amended  so  as  to  meet  the  objections  to  the  former  judgment, 
and  to  that  end  may  allow  a  defense  impronerly  pleaded  to  ne  per- 
fected or  a  new  defense  by  way  of  counterclaim  or  otherwise  to  be 
pleaded,  although  the  effect  is  to  relieve  a  party  from  the  effect 
of  such  a  mistake.  Ibid, 

Nonresidents.    See  Limitation  of  Actions. 

Notice. 
Of  appeal    See  Appeal,  6. 
Of  defect  in  bridga    See  Highways,  8. 
Of  accident  and  of  claim.    See  Insurance,  18, 14 
Of  time  for  considering  ordinanca    See  Municipal  Ck>RPORAT[ONSy  1. 
Of  dangers.    See  Railroads,  14 
Of  rights  of  third  persons.    See  Waters,  7* 

Officers. 
Teachers  not  officers.    See  Common  Schools. 
Title  to  office,  how  tested.    See  Mandamus. 
Validation  of  official  acts.    See  Villages. 
Board  of  public  works.    See  Municipal  OoRPORATiONEi,  6^  7. 
District  attorney.    See  Criminal  Law,  9, 10. 

Opinion  of  trial  court    See  Appeai^  a 

Ordinances.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  1« 

Parent  and  Child.    See  Fraud,  %  2. 
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PARTIEa 

See  Equttt,  &    Municipal  Corpoeations,  15.    Suretyship,  2l 

L  Where  a  publio  corporation  has  a  cause  of  action  which  should  be 
prosecuted  for  its  use,  whether  legal  or  equitable,  and  itsgOTeming 
body  neglects  and  refuses  to  institute  an  action  thereibr,  a  tax- 
payer may,  on  behalf  of  himself  and  all  others  similarly  situated, 
mstitute  an  action  in  equity  to  redress  the  wrong  to  the  corpora- 
tion, makine  it  a  defenoant  as  trustee  for  all  its  members.  Land^ 
Log  <fc  lAimber  Co,  v.  Mclntyre,  245 

2L  Thirty-one  persons,  by  written  agreement,  formed  a  ^'sjrndicate  "  to 
purchase,  manage,  and  sell  a  tract  of  land,  each  agreeing  to  con- 
tribute a  certain  sum  at  once  and  thereafter  to  pay  from  time  to 
time  such  sums  as  should  be  needed  for  paymente  on  the  land. 
One  of  their  number  was  agreed  upon  as  trustee  to  hold  the  title 
to  the  land,  and  he  afterwards,  in  writing,  declared  a  trust  in  fiavor 
of  each  of  the  subscribers  to  the  extent  of  a  one-thirty-first  inter- 
est in  the  land  Meetings  were  held  and  assessments  made  to  meet 
the  payments'becoming  due  on  the  land.  Subsequently,  by  a  reso- 
lution adopted  at  a  meeting  of  the  subscribers,  plaintiff  was  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  bring  suit  in  his  indiyidual  name,  for  and 
in  behalf  of  himself  and  his  associates,  to  collect  the  amount  due  upon 
said  assessments  from  the  defendant,  one  of  the  subscribers,  who  nad 
accepted  the  declaration  of  trust  and  had  attended  meetings,  but 
had  paid  only  the  first  assessment  Held,  that  the  subscribers 
were  all  united  in  interest  and  were,  in  legal  effect,  partners,  so 
that  the  action  could  not  be  maintained  by  one  on  behalf  of  all, 
under  sec.  2604  R-  S.  1878,  either  on  the  ground  that  the  quee- 
tion  was  one  of  a  common  or  general  interest  to  many  persons,  or 
on  the  ground  that  the  i>arties  mterested  were  so  numerous  that  it 
was  impracticable  to  bring  them  all  before  the  court  George  r. 
Benjamin^  622 

&  The  action  in  the  name  of  one  only,  on  behalf  of  all,  could  not  be  sus- 
tained, in  such  case,  on  the  ground  that  the  syndicate  was  an  "un- 
incorporated company  "  or  a  ''  voluntary  association,"  nothmg  hav- 
ing been  done  to  give  it  the  characteristics  of  such  organizations, 
except  to  elect  officers.  IhidL 

PARTNERSHIR 
See  Costs,  1.    Parties,  2,  & 

1.  An  agreement  to  form  a  i)artnership  to  purchase  lands  is  within  the 

statute  of  frauds  and  void  unless  in  writing.    Seymowrv,  Cjushvoay, 

68(> 

2.  Fraud  is  not  established  by  the  mere  breach  of  an  oral  con  tracts  void 

under  the  statute  of  frauds,  to  enter  into  a  partnership  for  the  pur- 
chase of  standing  timber.  Irnd, 

8.  Plaintiffs  and  the  defendants  C.  and  H.  entered  into  an  oral  agreement 
of  copartnership,  or  to  form  a  partnership,  the  main  purpose  of 
which  was  the  purchase  of  certain  standmg  timber.  Before  any 
interest  in  the  timber  had  been  acquired,  and  before  plaintiffis  had 
done  anything  in  the  way  of  performing  the  agreement,  said  defend- 
ants repudiated  it  and  entered  into  partnership  with  the  defendant 
S.  to  purchase  the  same  timber,  and  the  purchase  was  made  by  them 
without  any  fraud,  concealment,  or  misrepresentation.    The  plaint- 
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iffs  paid  no  i)art  of  the  consideration  for  the  timber,  and  contrib- 
uted nothing  either  of  time,  labor,  or  money,  to  the  business  of  the 
firm  which  made  the  purchase,  and  had  not,  in  any  way,  altered 
their  position  on  the  faith  of  any  promise  made  to  them  by  anjr  of 
the  defendants.  Held,  that  plaintiffs  had  no  interest  in  the  tim- 
ber, legal  or  equitable,  no  trust  in  their  favor  arising  from  the  facts. 

Ibid, 

4  Prior  to  the  making  of  the  oral  agreement  with  plaintiffs,  the  de- 
fendants C.  and  H.  had  made  a  written  agreement  between  them- 
selves, reciting  the  contemplated  purchase  of  timber  and  stating 
that  C.  was  to  conduct  the  negotiations  with  the  owners  and  was 
to  receive  one  fourth  of  the  profits,  and  H.  and  those  associated 
with  him  were  to  furnish  the  necessary  capital  and  were  to  receive 
three  fourths  of  the  profits.  Hdd,  that  this  was  not  a  sufficient 
writing  to  satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  statute  of  frauds  in  re- 
spect to  the  agreement  with  plaintiff^  because  they  were  not  par- 
ties to  it,  and  oecause  it  did  not  contain  the  essential  terms  of  that 
agreement.  Ibid, 

5.  The  doctrine  that  equity  will  not  allow  the  statut-e  of  frauds  to  be 

made  an  instrument  of  fraud  has  no  application  to  such  a  case. 

Jbid, 

6.  For  the  breach  of  the  oral  agreement  of  partnership  to  which  plaint- 

iffs were  parties,  their  remedy,  if  any,  is  at  law,  not  in  equity.   Ibid. 

7.  The  obligation  of  a  person  to  contribute  to  the  purposes  of  a  land 

*' syndicate,'*  according  to  a  subscription  agreement  which  created 
the  relation  of  partners  between  the  subscribers,  may  be  enforced 
in  an  action  at  law,  without  a  dissolution  of  the  partnership  or  an 
accounting.    George  v,  Benjamin,  622 

Payment. 

How  to  be  made.    See  Masteb  and  Servant,  1.    Municipal  Ck>B- 

PORATIONS,  14 

Application.    See  Joint  Debtors,  3.    Pledges,  2. 
Physicians  and  Surgeons.    See  Damages,  8.    Evidence,  2, 
Place  of  holding  circuit  court    See  Courts,  7,  8. 
Plans  for  public  improvements.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  4,  tk 

PLEADING. 

See  Agency,  2.  Attachment.  Bills  and  Notes,!.  Certiorari, 8, 4 
Damages,  1.  Highways,  1.  Landlord  and  Tenant,  8.  Munici- 
pal Corporations,  16.    New  Trial,  2-1 

1.  A  defendant  known  indiscriminately  by  either  of  two  names  may 

properly  be  designated  by  both  in  the  title  of  the  action,  if  they 
are  used  in  such  a  manner  as  to  indicate  clearly  that  but  one  per- 
son is  sued.    0.  L,  Packard  M,  Co,  v,  Laev,  644 

2.  In  an  action  to  recover  for  architects*  services,  a  complaint  alleging 

that  between  certain  dates  the  plaintiffs,  at  the  special  instance 
and  request  of  the  defendant,  performed  work,  labor,  and  services 
in  the  preparation  of  plans  which  were  actually  used  in  the  erec- 
tion and  construction  of  a  building  on  defendant's  land,  and  in 
superintending  such  construction,  and  that  a  certain  sum  was  then 
due  the  plaintiffs  by  reason  of  the  premises,  over  and  above  all 
payments,  is  hdd  sumcient.    Mefisiner  v.  Block,  664 

3.  In  an  action  upon  an  agreement  to  contribute,  with  others,  the  sums 

needed  for  payments  on  land  purchased  by  a  '*  syndicate,"  if  the 
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defmdant  desired  further  information  than  was  oontained  in  tlie 
oomplaint  as  to  the  times  when  the  instalments  became  due  on 
the  land  contract,  his  remedy  was  hy  motion,  not  bj  demurrer  to 
the  oomplaint    Cfeorge  v,  Benjamin,  688 

PLEDGES  AND  COLLATERAL  SECURITY. 

See  Joint  Debtors,  ^ 

1«  A  promissory  note  secured  by  collaterals  provided  that  "if  recoorse 
is  had  to  the  collaterals,  any  excess  of  collaterals  upon  this  note 
shall  be  applicable  to  any  other  note  or  claim  held  by  said  holder 
against  the  maker  or  makers  hereof."  Hdd,  that  '*  reoourse  to  col- 
laterals **  meant  an  actual  sale  thereof,  and  that  where  notice  of  an 
intention  to  sell  had  been  given,  but  by  agreement  the  sale  had 
been  postponed,  a  tender  of  the  amount  due  on  the  note  before  the 
sale  took  place  superseded  the  authority  to  sell,  and  redeemed  the 
oollaterals,  leaving  no  right  to  have  anv  excess  in  their  value  ap- 
plied on  other  claima    Winkler  v.  Magadmrg,  421 

Sl  The  proceeds  of  collaterals  pledged  to  secure  a  speoiflo  debt  can  onlv 
be  applied  to  the  payment  of  that  debt   First  Nat  Bank  v.  Findc^ 

446 
Possession. 
Of  chattels.    See  Voluntaby  Assignment,  1-8,  6. 
Of  land.    See  Adtebsb  Possession.    Boundabies. 

PRACTICR 
See  Appeal  and  Erbob.    Attachment.    Cebtiobabl    Conteacts,  4 

COST&     COUBT  AND  JUBT.     COUBTS.     CbIMINAL  LaW.     DAMAGES,  t 

Elections,  1.  Evidence.  Gabnishment.  Instbuctitons  to  Juby. 
Judgment.  Jubors.  Mobtgaoes.  New  Tbial  Pabtq&  Plead- 
ing.   Railboads,  13.    Verdict.    Voluntaby  Assignment. 

• 

Allowing  the  plaintiff  in  an  action  for  personal  injuries  to  exhibit 
her  actual  condition  to  the  jury  by  lying  on  a  lounge,  with  her 
physician  attending  her,  when  her  testimony  was  taken,  and  allow- 
mg  her  daughter  to  weep,  are  not  grounds  for  reversal  of  a  judg- 
ment in  her  favor.     SeUeck  v.  Jan&sviUe^  157 

Pbe-emption.    See  Public  Lands. 

Pbefebences.    See  Building  and  Loan  Associations,  8.    Constitu- 
tional Law,  2. 

Presumptions.  See  Boundabies.  Cox7bts,5.  Fbaud,1,2l  BIailboads,  17. 

Pbincipal  and  Agent.    See  Agency. 

Pbincipal  and  Subety.    See  Subetyship. 

Pbomissoby  Notes.    See  Bills  and  Notes.    Chattel  Mobtgages. 
Joint  Dbbtobs,  2,  &    Pledges. 

PUBLIC  LANDa 

See  Railboads,  1-S. 

A  pre-emptor,  after  filine  a  declaratory  statement  covering  one  tract 
of  land,  wholly  abandoned  his  pretended  settlement  and  alleged 
pre-emption  claim  thereon,  and  filed  a  subsequent  or  amended  state- 
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ment  covering  another  tiact,  upon  which  he  actually  settled,  and 
of  which  he  obtained  a  patent  as  a  pre-emptor.  Hddt  that  such 
acts  operated  as  a  cancellation  or  relinquishment  of  the  first  de- 
claratory statement,  and  restored  the  pubuo  character  of  the  land» 
covered  thereby.    Sanborn  v.  Knight,  21ft 

Public  Schools.    See  Common  Schools. 

Quo  Warranto.    See  MANDAMua 

RAILROADS. 

Land  grants:  Selection  of  temiinua:  Consolidation  of  roads:  Maps. 

1.  The  act  of  Congress,  July  2, 1864,  authorizing  the  Northern  Pacific 

Railroad  Company,  thereby  incorporated,  to  construct  a  railroad, 
"  beginning  at  a  point  on  Lake  Superior,  in  the  state  of  Minnesota 
or  Wisconsin,  thence  westerly  by  the  most  eligible  route  .  .  • 
to  some  point  on  Puget  Soimd,"  left  the  exact  location  of  both 
termini  to  the  decision  of  the  corporation  itselt  Northern  Pacific 
R,  Co,  V.  Doherty,  39 

2.  Under  said  act,  the  selection  of  a  terminus,  once  deliberately  made, 

was  final  and  exhausted  the  power  of  choica  Ibid, 

3.  The  company  was  not,  however,  by  the  terms  of  the  act,  confined  to 

a  single  point  on  Lake  Superior;  and,  the  shore  line  of  the  lake 
being  parallel  with  the  necessary  route  of  the  proposed  railroad, 
the  mere  fact  that  the  road  had  touched  a  harbor  at  the  west  end 
of  the  lake  did  not  deprive  the  company  of  power  to  select,  as  its 
terminus,  a  point  fartner  eastward  on  said  laka  IbicL 

4.  The  purchase  by  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Commny  of  a  half 

interest  in  the  track  of  another  company  between  Dufuth  and  a 
point  west  thereof,  and  the  operation  of  the  same,  in  connection 
with  its  main  line  westward,  both  in  common  with  such  other  com- 
pany and  under  a  lease  of  the  otlier  company*s  lines,  did  not  con- 
stitute a  consolidation,  confederation,  or  association  of  the  two 
companies  such  as  was  contemplated  and  authorized  by  sec.  3  of 
the  act  of  1864,  or  amount  to  a  practical  selection  of  Duluth  as  the 
eastern  terminus  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company  such 
as  would  preclude  the  selection  of  some  other  point  for  such  termi- 
nus, especially  since  the  act  of  Congress  required  that  the  Northern 
Pacific  Railroad  Coraimny  should  obtain  the  consent  of  the  legisla- 
ture of  any  state  through  which  its  line  might  pass,  and  the  con- 
sent of  the  legislature  of  Minnesota  had  been  given  with  a  proviso 
that,  if  the  eastern  terminus  of  the  road  should  be  located  east  of 
that  state,  then  the  company  should  construct  or  cause  to  be  con- 
structed a  line  from  its  main  line  to  the  waters  of  Lake  Superior 
within  the  state  of  Minnesota.  Ibid, 

6.  A  map  showing  a  proposed  route  for  the  proposed  railroad,  filed  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  the  president  of  the  Northern  Pa- 
cific Railroad  Company,  without  anv  authority  from  its  board  of 
directors  or  otherwise,  and  rejected  oy  the  land  commissioner  and 
the  Secretary  because  it  did  not  comply  with  the  rules  and  regula- 
tions of  the  land  department,  did  not  operate  as  a  selection  by  the 
company  of  the  eastern  terminus  shown  thereon.  Ibid, 

Condemnation  of  land:  Value:  Evidence, 

6.  In  proceedings  to  condemn  land  for  a  railroad  right  of  way,  evidence 
that  a  deep  cut  would  cave  in  and  injure  adjacent  land  of  the 
plaintiffs  not  taken  was  not  inadmissible  on  the  groimd  that  it 
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tended  to  show  negligent  construction.  SMze  v.  Manitowoc  Ter- 
minal Co.  208 

7.  In  such  a  case  a  witness  who  was  agent  for  the  sale  of  real  estate 

about  sixty  rods  distant  from  the  land  in  question,  after  having 
testified  that  he  was  acquainted  with  the  market  value  of  lots  in 
the  vicinity,  that  he  had  made  sales,  and  what  the  market  price  of 
lots  was,  stated  that  he  had  a  scale  of  prices  of  the  same,  and  gave 
his  opinion  that  such  prices  were  the  market  value  of  the  lots,  and 
thereupon  the  memorandum  was  received  in  evidence.  Hddj  that 
such  evidence  was  not  inadmissible  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
hearsay.  Ibid. 

8.  Even  if  such  memorandum  was  inadmissible,  its  admission  was  a 

harmless  error,  in  view  of  the  testimony  which  the  witness  had 
already  given  without  objection.  Ibid. 

9.  It  was  not  ^ror  to  permit  an  old  resident  and  manufacturer  who 

was  somewhat  familiar  with  the  market  price  of  outlying  lots,  or 
an  architect  or  engineer  who  was  reasonably  familiar  with  the 
market  price  of  lots,  or  a  merchant  who  was  treasurer  of  a  local 
building  and  loan  association  and  had  been  alderman,  to  give  his 
opinion  as  to  the  value  of  the  land  taken;  nor  to  allow  the  plaintiff 
to  prove  the  net  profits  therefrom,  when  cultivated  as  a  market 
garden.  Ibid. 

10.  The  selling  price  of  other  lands  is  admissible  on  the  question  of  dam- 

ages if  the  similarity  in  situation  is  near  enough  to  afford  some 
material  assistance  Co  the  jury  in  determining  the  value  of  the 
land  in  controversy,  the  limits  within  which  such  evidence  mav  be. 
given  being  very  much  in  the  discretion  of  the  trial  court      Ibid. 

11.  An  instruction  that  there  had  been  sales  of  other  property  in  the 

neighborhood,  and  within  a  few  years  of  the  time  of  this  sale, — 
some  more  remote  and  some  closer;  that "  if  there  was  property  sold 
on  the  market  exactly  similar  to  this  in  all  respects  that  would  be 
the  best  possible  criterion  as  to  the  market  value  of  this  property; " 
that  no  claim  was  made  that  any  property  exactly  similarly  situ- 
ated was  sold  at  exactly  the  same  time;  and  that  in  determining 
the  weiglYt  to  be  given  to  other  sales  "you  must  consider  all  the 
elements  of  similarity  in  situation  and  time,  and  dissimilarity,  and 
determine  how  far  they  go  to  establish  what  would  be  a  fair  mar- 
ket value  for  this  particular  property,  at  the  particular  time  in 
question,"  is  held  not  to  have  been  erroneous.  Ibid. 

Same:  Appeal:  Certioraru 

12.  An  order  appointing  commissioners  of  appraisal  in  a  proceeding  to 

condemn  land  for  a  railroad  right  of  way,  is  a  final  order  made  by 
the  court  in  a  special  proceeding,  and  hence  appealabl&  State  ex 
rel.  a  i&N.W.R  Co.  v.  O.,  A.  db  B.  W.  R.  Co.  588 

13.  The  question  whether  the  petitioner  in  such  a  case  was  a  railroad 

corporation,  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute  authorizing  condem- 
nation, and  had  the  right  of  eminent  domain,  may  properly  be  de- 
termined on  an  appeal  from  the  order  appointing  commissioners; 
and  the  remedy  by  appeal  being  adequate  for  that  purpose,  certio- 
rari will  not  lia  Ibid. 

Gates  at  highioay  crossings:  Assumption  of  risk  by  traveler. 

14  The  presence  of  gates  across  the  hij^h  way  at  a  railroad  crossing  is  spe- 
cific notice  that  the  danger  of  gomg  upon  the  right  of  way  is  imme- 
diate, and  a  traveler  who,  disregarding  the  warning,  attempts  to 
cross  assumes  all  risk  of  injury  by  being  struck  by  passing  trains. 
Douglas  v.  C,  M.  A  St  P.  B.  B.  Co.  405 
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Inifuries  to  employees:  Defective  appliances:  Fethw-servoMts, 

15.  In  an  action  for  injuries  to  an  employee  operating  a  semaphore,  al- 

leged to  have  been  caused  by  a  rung  ooming  out  of  the  pole,  which 
he  had  climbed  to  relight  a  lantem,  he  testified,  among  other  things, 
that  he  was  standing  on  one  of  the  rungs  with  his  right  foot,  with 
his  left  leg  and  left  arm  around  the  i>ole  and  the  lantern  in  his  left 
hand,  and  was  scratching  a  match  with  his  right  hand,  two  fingers 
of  which  were  grasping  the  rung  in  question,  when  the  rung  came 
out  and  he  was  precipitated  backward;  that  his  overcoat  was 
caught  by  one  of  the  rungs  and  he  was  turned  over,  but  caught  a 
lower  rung  and  regained  a  footing  on  the  pole  before  reaching  the 
ground;  that  this  occurred  about  11 :80P.  M.  on  a  dark  night;  that, 
though  hurt,  he  went  to  the  depot  eighty  rods  distant  and  took 
care  of  two  passenger  trains,  and  then  returned  and  drove  the  rung 
into  the  pole.  The  testimony  was  conflicting  as  to  whether  the 
rungs  haa  originally  been  driven  into  the  pole  in  defendant's  shop 
or  after  the  pole  was  raised.  Plaintiff  claimed  that  his  fall  had 
caused  a  rupture.  HeLd^  on  the  evidence,  that  the  questions  of 
fact  as  to  the  receipt  of  the  injury,  its  proximate  cause,  and  the 
negligence  of  the  parties  were  properly  left  to  the  jur^.  Barde£x 
and  Marshall,  JJ.,  dissent,  on  the  ground  that  plaintiff's  own  tes- 
timony demonstrated  the  impossibility  of  his  being  iniured  in  the 
manner  claimed.     Welty  v.  Lake  Superior  T,  <Sb  T.K,  Co.  128 

16.  The  fact,  testified  to  by  plaintiff,  that  about  three  quarters  of  an 

hour  after  the  injury  he  drove  the  rung  securely  into  the  post 
again  does  not  of  itself  warrant  the  conclusion  that  he  purposely- 
attempted  to  suppress  or  destroy  the  evidence  to  show  how  nis  in- 
jury occurred.  Ihid, 

17.  It  was  not  an  error  prejudicial  to  defendant  to  instruct  the  jury,  in 

effect,  that  the  fact,  if  it  was  a  fact,  that  the  rung  came  out  in  the 
manner  testified  to  was  presumptive  of  the  want  of  ordinary  care 
on  the  part  of  defendant,  that  is  to  say,  if  there  were  no  other 
evidence  as  to  how  the  semaphore  was  constructed  and  the  degree 
of  care  exercised  in  putting  in  the  rung,  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
imperfectly  constructed  would  follow  from  the  fact  of  the  rung 
being  loose  when  plaintiff  took  hold  of  it,  if  in  fact  it  was  loose,  as 
he  testifies.  Ihid. 

18.  Nor  was  it  error  prejudicial  to  defendant  to  charge,  in  effect,  that, 

though  the  testimony  of  a  witness  was  uncontradicted,  if  the 
things  testified  to  were  so  unnatural  or  unreasonable  that  the  good 
sense  of  the  jury  revolted  against  them  thev  might  reiect  such 
testimonv  as  untrue,  where  the  court  af  terwarcfs  instructea  the  jury,, 
at  defenoant's  request,  that  if  they  found  from  the  evidence  tliat 
plaintiff*s  testimony  as  to  the  manner  of  his  falling  was  against 
all  reasonable  probabilities  they  tootUd  iiot  be  tcarranted  in  finding 
that  he  fell  from  the  pole  and  received  the  injuries  complained  of. 

Ibid. 

19.  It  was  not  error  to  refuse  to  instruct  the  jury,  at  defendant's  re- 

quest, that  if  the  plaintiff  had  equal  means  and  opportimity  with 
tne  defendant  for  ascertaining  tne  defect  in  the  semaphore  then 
he  could  not  recover.  Ibid, 

20.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  defendant  to  construct  the  semaphores  so 

that  they  would  be  reasonably  safe  for  the  plaintiff's  use.        Ibid. 

21.  A  foreman  and  his  assistants  under  and  by  whom  the  semaphores 

were  constructed  and  erected  were  not  fellownaervants  of  one  en- 
gaged in  operating  the  semaphores.  ^  Ibid, 

Vol.  100—46 
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Injuries  to  other  persons:  Negligence:  Pleading, 

22.  The  complaint  in  an  action  for  personal  injuries — alleging  that  plaint- 
iff was  unloading  a  car  of  poles  standing  upon  a  spur  track  of  the 
defendant  company  which  ran  into  the  jards  of  his  employer; 
that  defendant's  servants  backed  an  engme  and  cars  upon  said 
track;  that  it  was  the  duty  of  defendant's  said  servants  not  to 
collide  with  or  disturb  the  car  at  which  plaintiff  was  working,  but 
the  engineer,  in  violation  of  his  said  duty  and  in  total  disregard  of 
the  signals  of  the  conductor  in  charge  of  said  engine  and  cars, 
carelessly,  recklessly,  and  negligently  backed  them  against  said 
stationary  car,  causinj^  it  to  move  forward;  that  plaintiff  tried  to 
stop  said  car  by  standmg  on  the  side  of  the  track  and  putting  a 
block  of  wood  under  the  wheels,  but  defendant's  engineer  care- 
lessly, recklessly,  and  negligently,  and  in  violation  of  the  conduct- 
or's signals,  and  without  plaintiff's  knowledge,  continued  to  back 
said  engine  and  cars  against  the  detached  car,  thereby  pushing  the 
latter  over  said  block  of  wood,  thereby,  without  any  fault  on  the 
part  of  the  plaintiff,  causing  the  poles  to  fall  from  said  car  upon 
the  plaintiff,  injuring  liim  —  is  heldt  on  demurrer,  to  state  a  cause 
of  action.     Oreenman  v,  C,  <fc  N,  W,  B.  Co.  188 

Rape.    See  Criminal  Law,  4r-S, 

Real  Property.  See  Adverse  Possession.  Agency,  1.  Boundabie& 
Equity,  1.  Fraud.  Fraudulent  Conveyances.  Landlord  and 
Tenant.  Master  and  Servant,  1.  'Mills  and  MiiaL-DAMS.  Mort- 
gages. Partnership.  Public  Lands.  Railroads^  1-13.  Waters, 
2,  6-10.    Wills,  2. 

Re-argument.    See  Appeal,  18. 

Receivers.  See  Appeal,  5.  Building  and  Loan  Association8»  2. 
Mortgages.    Voluntary  Assignment,  4 

Record.    See  Appeal,  8-10. 

Redemption.    See  Pledges,  1. 

Reformation.    See  Contracts,  2-4. 

Remedies.  See  Action,  1.  Common  Schools.  Constitutional  Law. 
Contracts,  1,  8.  Counties,  1,  3,  5.  Fraud,  a  Insurance,  12l 
Municipal  Corporations,  2a  Partnership,  6,  7.  Railroads.  13. 
Tenants  in  Common.    Voluntary  Assignment,  3, 4. 

Replevin.    See  Chattel  Mortgages,  2.    Sale  of  Chattei& 

Res  Adjudicata.    See  Appeal,  19.    New  Trial,  3. 

Retaxation  of  costs:  Delay:  Waiver  of  right.    See  Costs»  2. 

Reversal.    See  Appeal,  Affirmance  and  reversal. 

Review  on  appeal    See  Appeal,  8-ia 

Revocation  of  devise.    See  Wills,  2. 

Riparian  Owners:  Title  to  bed  of  stream.    See  Waters,  2 

Roads  and  Streets.    See  Highway&    Municipal  Oorforatioms.  2^  3. 

SALE  OF  CHATTELa 

See  Chattel  Mortgages,  2.    Tenants  in  Common. 

Where  the  purchase  price  of  TOods  covered  by  a  contract  of  sale  has 
been  paid  or  tenaered,  and  the  goods  have  been  set  apart  for  de- 
livery and  a  partial  delivery  made,  the  title  and  right  of  possession 
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is  in  the  purchaser,  and  he  may  maintain  replevin  against  the  vendor 
if  the  goods  are  wrongfully  detained.    Alrraham  v.  Karger,       387 

Sai*e  of  Land.  See  Agency,  1.  Fraxjd,  a  Fraudulent  Convey- 
ances. Master  and  Servant,  1.  Mills  and  Mill-Dams.  Pub- 
lic Lands.    Railroads,  10, 11.    Waters,  7-10.    Wills,  Sl 

ScHooiA    See  Common  Schools. 

Setoff.    See  Equity,  2,  a 

Special  Verdict.    See  Instructions  to  Jury,  4.    Verdict. 

Statute  of  Frauds.    See  Partnership,  1-6.    Waters,  d. 

Statute  of  Limitations.    See  Limitation  of  Action&    Wills,  t 

STATUTEa 

Constitutionality.  See  Constitutional  Law.  Elections,  4   Villaoes*^ 

Construction,  See  Appeal,  1-3.  Costs,  2.  Counties,  2.  Criminal 
Law,  1, 14  Elections,  3, 5.  Garnishment,  2.  Jurors.  2.  Limita- 
tion OF  Actions.  Municipal  Corporations,  1-3,  22,  23.  Parties, 
2.  Partnership,  1,  4  Railroads,  1-4  12.  Voluntary  Assign- 
ment, 1-4    Waters,  3,  4    Wills,  2,  7. 

1.  Where  the  statute  provides  that  an  act  shall  be  void,  and  fixes  a 

penalty  for  the  perpetration  of  the  prohibited  act,  the  word  **  void  ** 
should  be  interpreted  as  meaning  void  absolutely,  in  accordance 
with  the  technical  accuracy  of  the  word  Laria,  Log  db  Lumber 
Co.  V.  Mclntyre,  ,  245> 

Ainendment  and  Repeal,    See  Jurors,  1.    Municipal  Corporations,  3. 

2.  One  legislature  has  no  power  to  bind  a  subsequent  legislature  as  to 

the  form  of  expression  to  be  used  in  repealing  or  modifying  a  prior 
statute.    Baines  v.  JanesmUe,  869^ 

Mandatory  or  directory  f   See  Municipal  Corporations,  1. 

STATUTES  CITED,  Bra 

Ordinance  of  1787,  Session  Laws— con. 

Art  4  of  compact    -       •       •    100    1882.  Ch.  221,    subch.       XII, 

sea  46     369,  378,. 
Constitution  of  Wisconsin.  375. 


Art  III,  seo.   8 

it     TV      «    1ft 

TV     «    il   «„M  Q  '       '    q7«    1889.    «      27     .       .     282, 238, 239 


XI, 


M     TTT        « 


8    -   . 

-  530 

18    •   - 

-  153 

81,  subd.  9  - 

-  376 

1 

.  100 

3    .   . 

-  618 

1882.  «    261     •       .       .       .    377 

1883.  •*    271     .        .       •    316,365 


TY     «     1  ■    1  HA    1889.    «      27,  subch.  I,  sec.  1  -    236 


1889.    «      27,     **     V,  sees.  3, 6    234 
1889.    "      27,     «     VII,  sec.  4    234 


SESSION  Laws.  1889.  "  27,  -     VII,  «    6  m 

1854  Ch.    74  sec.  2  -       -       -877  1889.  "  27,  "    VII,    «     6  284 

1874    «    184,  subch.  V,  seo.  20      69  1889.  "  27,  «  VUI,    «*    18  234 

1874    "    184     "     XI,    "     9    520  1889.  «  27,  «  VIII,    «   15  235^ 

1882.    •«      56,    -       -       -       -    897  236 

1882.    "      56,    subch.     VIII,  1889.  «  27,  «    XIV,  sees. 

sec.4  -       -    397  4  5  -       -  235 

188a    «    221,    subch.       VII,  1089.  «  27,  «    XV,    sees. 

sea  6  369, 373, 374  7,  8»  16  -  235^ 
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STATUTES  CITED,  Ehxx— ocml 


Session  Laws— coil 


Revised  Statutes  of  1878 — oon. 


1889.  Ch.  326,  suboh.  XX        -    397    Section  2788    - 


1889. 
1891. 
1891. 
1891. 
1893. 
1893. 
1893. 
1893. 
1893. 
1895. 
1895. 
1897. 
1897. 
1897. 
1897. 
1897. 
1897. 
1897. 
1897 
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it 
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It 
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It 
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471  - 
111  - 
111,  sec.  4 
174  - 
288  - 
288,  sea  28 
807,  •*  20 
312  - 
312,  sec.  72 


-  878 
.     146-149 

-  152 
369,  374,  375 

-  524 
-       -    528 


tt 

« 
tt 
U 
it 


2766  - 

2768  - 

2829  • 

2852  - 

2870  - 

2881  • 


•       -    103    Sections  2888, 2889 
.    395,897  «        2955-2957 

891, 397  ''        2989, 2990 


118   369,370,378,375,876    Section  8049     - 


126 
5     - 
70,  sec  1 
183     - 
223     - 
334 

834,  sec.  8 
348,  **  2 
880     - 


174, 178 

-  -    660 
.       .    549 

28,  29 

-    521 

.    485,490 

-  488,490 
.     524,  528 

144,  648,  649 


Revised  Statutes  of  1849. 
Ch.  87,  sec.  21  •       -       •       •    852 

Revised  Statutes  of  187a 


Sections   676-683 

Section 

692     - 

Sections   895^003 

Section 

904 

(( 

927     . 

M 

1694     • 

« 

1702     . 

tt 

1763     . 

U 

2077     . 

tt 

2274    . 

tt 

2278     . 

*t 

2302     . 

tt 

2307     - 

tt 

2440     - 

U 

2537     . 

tt 

2588     . 

tt 

2r)74     . 

tt 

2580     - 

tt 

2604    . 

8052  • 

8068  - 

3069  - 

8216  - 

8453  • 

4207  - 

4210  - 

4222  - 

4231  • 

4^88  - 

4339  • 

4350  - 

4351  - 
Sections  4366, 4867 
Section  4721  - 

«   4971  - 

«   4986  • 

«   4987  . 
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tt 
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tt 
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-  262 

•  -     245, 249 

•  869,  373,  875 
869,  370,  373-4575 
869,370,373,375  ^    ^.         _ 

275, 279  Section     656     - 

465*  466  Sections  854-866 

. '  ila  «        1548, 1549 

540,547  Section    2574   - 
650!660  "        ^47    - 

MO  i2?  Statutes  of  189a 

ooo,  ovl 

-  334  Section      88    - 

-  161  "  41     .       - 
174,178  Sections  1693-1702   - 

-  178  Section  23166  -       - 

-  165  Sections  2533a-2583e 
814,352  Section  2894a  - 
622,628  "       3069     -       • 


•  544,647 

.  646 
275, 279, 647 
162;  165, 621 

•  -    161 

-  •    663 
.       .    179 

.    228 

-  248 

-  644,647 

-  .    665 

-  218 

-  213 

•  648,649 

•  .    212 

•  •    526 
•     34 

-  .      a5 

-  243 
240,243,244 

-  288,288 

•  288,289 

-  -    289 
283,  290,  311 

-  -    288 

-  .      37 

•  -    333 

•  869,373 

•  869,375 


S.  &  B.  Annotated  Statutes 

-  160 

-  669 
•  38 
.  161 

175,180 


626,527 

•  526 

411,  414 

412,  413 
-  144 

469,  472 

•  649 


Stock  and  Stockholders.    See  Buildinq  and  Loan  Assogiationsl 
COBPORATION&    Equity,  2,  a    Gabnishment,  2. 

Streets  and  Alleys.    See  Municipal  Corporations^  2;  & 

Suicide.    See  Insurance,  3,  4,  6,  7. 

Sunday  Laws.    See  Landlord  and  Tenant,  1-8L 

Supreme  Court.    See  Appeal.    Judgment. 
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SURETYSHIP  AND  GUARANTY. 

See  CoNTiucrs,  2.    Eqittty,  2,  a    Joint  Debtors,  t 

L  The  bond  of  an  insurance  agent,  conditioned  that  he  shall  pay  over 
aU  moneys  oominj^  to  his  hands,  and  all  moneys  for  which  he  may 
be  liable  to  hjs  prmcipal  on  account  of  loans  or  advances  made  to 
him,  "  during  the  continuance  of  the  present  agency  or  any  future 
agency,''  and  providing  that  it  shall  remain  in  force  as  long  as  said 
agent  shall  continue  to  be  the  agent  of  said  principal,  "  whether 
under  this  existing  appointment  or  any  future  one,**  is  held  to  cover 
a  continuance  of  the  agency  under  a  new  agreement  modifying 
that  which  was  contemporaneous  with  the  bond.  New  York  Life 
Ins,  Co,  V,  HavUin,  17 

2.  A  general  agent  of  an  insurance  company,  to  whom  the  company 
charged  moneys  advanced  for  the  benefit  of  his  subagents,  took 
from  a  subagent  a  bond  for  repayment  of  the  advances  made  to 
the  latter.  The  general  agent  was  the  obligee  named  in  the  bond, 
but  it  provided  that  his  right  to  bring  an  action  thereon  should  be 
subject  to  the  paramount  right  of  the  insurance  company,  prior  to 
such  action,  to  demand  from  the  subagent  all  moneys  due  from 
him  on  the  bond,  and  that,  on  his  failure  to  comply  vrith  such  de- 
mand, the  company  should  have  the  right  to  sue  on  the  bond  for 
that  or  any  other  breach.  Held,  that  no  assignment  to  the  com- 
pany of  any  right  or  interest  in  the  bond  was  necessary  to  enable 
it  to  maintain  an  action  as  therein  provided*  Ibid, 

Taxation  of  costs.    See  Costs. 

TEACHEB&    See  Common  Schooib. 

TENANTS  IN  COMMON. 

See  Adyjbbsb  Possbssion,  L    Chattel  MoBTaAGESi 

If  one  tenant  in  common  of  chattel  property  sells  the  whole  thereof 
without  the  oonsent  of  his  cotenant,  tiie  latter  may  recover  of  the 
seller,  as  a  wrongdoer,  his  undivided  interest  in  such  property, 
or  may  still  claim  such  interest  as  a  cotenant  with  the  vendee. 
Trustees  of  Ashland  Lodge  v,  WiUiams,  223 

Tender.    See  Plbdqes,  1. 

Tttlb  to  land.  See  Adyebsb  Possession.  Boundaries.  Courts,  6. 
Equity,  1.  Fraud.  Fraudulent  Conveyances.  Mill  and  Mill- 
Dams.    Partnership.    Pubuo  Lands.  Waters,  3, 7-10.  Wills,  2. 

Tolls.    See  Waters,  8, 4 

Town  Board.    See  Excise  Laws. 

Transfer  of  license.    See  Excisb  Laws. 

Trial.  See  Appeal,  14  Attachment.  Certiorari,  8, 4.  Contracts,  4 
Court  and  Jury.  Courts,  7,  8.  Damages,  1.  Criminal  Law. 
Evidence.  Garnishment.  Instruohons  to  Jury.  Judgment. 
JUROR&    New  Trial.    Practice.    Verdict. 

Trusts  and  Trustees.  See  Fraudulent  Conyeyances,  1.  Partner- 
ship, &    Wills,  3,  4 

Ultra  Vires.    See  Building  and  Loan  Associations^  2l 

Undbrtaxing.    See  Appeal,  8,  7. 

Undutb  Influence.    See  Fraud,  1, 2, 
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TJllINOOBPOaATKD  COMPANT.     See  PABTIBSk  & 
UftAOB.     See  MtTNIOIPAL  Ck)RPOBATIONS»  9. 

Valub  of  land:  Evidence.    See  Railboads,  7-1 1 

Vendor  and  Pubghabeb  of  Land.  See  Aoenoy,  1  Eqttitt,  1.  Fraudl 

FRAUDXTLENT  CONYSTANOBS.    MASTER  AND  SBBYANT,  1.     MiLIfi  AND 

MlLL-DAJfa    Wateb8»  7-10. 

VERDICT, 

See  iNSTRUonoNB  to  Jurt»  4 

L  A  question  proposed  for  special  yerdiot,  compound  in  form  and  call- 
ing for  a  direct  affirmative  or  ne^tive  answer,  which  i^ould  not 
determine  anything,  is  properly  rejected    Cfoesd  v,  Davis,  678 

&  Where  the  special  verdict  covers  all  the  issuable  facis^  the  rejection 
of  a  prox)osed  question  is  not  error.  IbicL 

VILLAGEa 

See  Certiorari,  1, 2L 

It  foovld  seem  that  the  legislature  may  legalize  the  incorporation  of 
defectively  incorporated  villages,  and  validate  the  acts  of  their  offi- 
cers, when  no  vested  right  is  interfered  with.  State  ex  reL  Claney 
ti  McOovem,  66^ 

VOLUNTARY  ASSIGNMENT. 

See  Constitutional  Law,  a    Mortoaoes. 

L  The  omission,  even  though  inadvertent,  of  the  penal  clause  from  th^ 
bond  of  an  assignee  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  required  by  sec. 
1694,  R.  S.  1878,  renders  the  assignment  void  as  to  attacking  cred- 
itors and  defeats  it  as  a  statutory  transfer  of  the  property;  but  the 
assignment  is  nevertheless  valid  and  operative  as  between  the  par- 
ties, and,  as  to  an v  property  in  his  possession  by  virtue  thereof,  the 
assignee  may  be  neid  liable  as  garnishee  of  the  assignor,  under  sec. 
2768.    Stannardv,  Youmans,  275 

2L  The  assignee  is  liable  as  ^mishee  in  such  a  case,  even  though  the 
property  assigned  remains  in  the  actual  custody  and  control  of  the 
assignor,  if  it  is  shown  that  the  latter  holds  it  merely  as  bailee  of 
the  assignee,  who  is  to  get  it  whenever  he  wishes  to  sell  it       IlndL 

&  Under  seca  1693-1702.  Stata  1898  (giving  the  circuit  court  full  ''super- 
vision of  the  proceedings  "  in  voluntary  assignments,  and  author- 
izing it  to  "make  all  necessarjr  orders  for  the  execution  of  the 
same,"  and  for  the  proper  distribution  of  the  assets  of  the  estate), 
the  right  to  the  possession  of  goods,  as  between  the  assignee  and  a 
mortgagee  of  the  assignor,  may  properly  be  determined  oy  the  cir- 
cuit court  in  the  assignment  proceedings,  upon  an  order  to  show 
cause  to  which  both  claimante  are  parties;  but  the  validity  of  the 
mortgage  should  not  be  determined  in  that  manner.  Durr  u  WH- 
dish,  411 

4  The  receiver  of  an  insolvent  corporation  may  maintein  an  action  in 
equity  to  set  aside  as  fraudulent  a  voluntory  assignment  made  by 
the  corporation  before  his  appointment,  and  to  remove  the  assignee, 
the  remedy  given  by  sea  1702,  R.  S.  1878,  for  the  removal  of  au 
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assignee  in  the  assignment  proceedings,  not  being  exclusiT&  Mor- 
gan V,  South  Milwaukee  Laiee  View  Co,  465 

&  By  order  of  the  court  under  whose  process  a  sheriff  held  property  of 
an  insolvent  debtor,  the  execution  levy  was  dissolved  and  the  prop- 
erty turned  over  to  the  debtor's  assignee  for  the  benefit  of  creditors. 
Subsequently,  under  like  authority,  the  assignee  sold  the  property 
and  held  the  proceeds  in  lieu  thereof.  Upon  appeal,  the  first  men- 
tioned order  was  reversed,  and  the  cause  remanded  with  direction 
to  cause  the  property  or  its  proceeds  to  be  restored  to  the  sheriff,  to 
be  applied  on  the  execution.  Held  that,  having  acted  under  the 
orders  of  a  court  having  full  jurisdiction,  the  assignee  was  not  a 
wrongdoer,  and  was  answerable  only  for  the  proper  net  proceeds  of 
the  sale  of  the  property,  and  was  entitled  to  reasonable  compensa- 
tion for  his  services  and  expenses  out  of  the  fund,  to  be  fixed  and 
allowed  by  the  court    Second  Ward  Sav,  Bank  v,  Schranck,     480 

YOLUNTABY  ASSOCIATIONS.    See  Pabties,  8. 

Voluntary  Conveyance.    See  Fraud,  1, 2. 

Voters  and  Elections.    See  Elections. 

Waiver. 
Of  lack  of  jurisdiction.    See  Appear  4    Certiorari,  2,   Municipal 

Corporations.  22. 
Of  disqualification  of  judga    See  Appeal^  17. 
Of  right  to  costs.    See  Costs,  2. 
Of  objection  to  jurisdiction.    See  Courts,  4, 
Of  right  to  instructions.    See  Criminal  Law,  3, 12L 
Of  forfeitura    See  Insurance,  9, 10.   Master  and  Servant,  4 

Watercourses.    See  Appear  15, 19.    Waters. 

WATERa 

Naviffctble  river:  Right  of  fishing, 

1.  Willow  river,  in  St.  Croix  county,  an  unmeandered  tributary  of  the 

Mississippi,  capable  in  times  of  hi^h  water  of  floating  logs  and 
small  rowboats, — although  at  other  times  rowboats  cannot  be  taken 
up  the  stream  without  dragging  or  pushing  them  on  the  bottom  in 
numerous  shallow  places, —  is  held  to  be  a  public  navigable  stream. 
WiUow  River  Club  v.  Wade,  86 

2.  Although  the  title  to  the  bed  of  a  navigable  stream  is  in  the  riparian 

owners,  yet  the  right  to  fish  in  such  a  stream  is  a  right  common  to 
the  pubUc,  and  one  who  keeps  within  the  limits  of  the  stream  may 
exercise  such  right  without  being  guilty  of  trespass.  Ibid, 

MiU-dams:  Conveyances  of  part  of  water  power:  Construction,    See 
Mills  and  MilltDams. 

Dams  to  improve  navigation:  Tolls, 

3.  Ch.  Ill,  Laws  of  1891,  authorizes  S.,  ''for  the  purpose  of  improving 

the  navigation  of  the  St.  Croix  river,"  **  to  build  or  acquire,  main- 
tain and  operate  three  dams  across  said  river "  between  certain 
points,  "and  also  to  build,  maintain,  and  operate  such  booms  and 
other  improvements  upon  said  river,  between  said  points,  as  may 
be  necessary  or  convenient  to  render  the  driving  of  fogs  iipon  said 
river  from  * .  the  upper  of  said  points  •*  to  the  head  of  Lake  St.  Croix 
reasonably  convenient  and  certain.'*  It  provides  that,  when  S. 
**  shall  have  erected  or  acquired  and  shall  maintain  said  dJams  here- 
inbefore authorized,"  he  may  collect  tolls  "  on  all  logs  or  timber 
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duioed  or  driven  throngh  or  bj  the  aid  of  any  one  of  said  dam^  or 
hy  the  aid  of  the  waters  collected  therein."  Heldf  that  the  parpoee 
of  tlie  act  was  to  improve  the  navigation  of  the  wh<de  rii^er.  tn 
facilitate  the  driving  of  logs  from  the  upper  point  mentioned  down 
the  river  to  the  head  of  St  Croix  Lake  at  Stillwater;  and  that  the 
right  to  collect  tolls  is  not  limited  to  logs  driven  or  sluiced  thioogh. 
or  which  pass  over,  or  from  a  point  above  to  a  point  below,  one  or 
more  of  said  dams,  nor,  as  to  logs  entering  the  St  Croix  river  below 
the  lowest  of  said  dams,  is  the  right  to  tolls  limited  to  such  as  are 
driven,  by  the  aid  of  waters  collected  in  one  or  more  of  said  dam^^ 
from  the  point  where  the  drive  begins  in  the  St  Croix  down  until 
they  reach  the  flowage  of  another  dam  located  further  down  said 
river.    Sauntry  r.  Laird,  Norton  Co,  146 

4  The  erection  or  acquiring  of  two  dams  only  between  the  specified 
points,  instead  of  three,  was  not  such  a  compliance  with  the  act  as 
authorizes  the  collection  of  any  tolls  thereunder.  Ibid. 

Watercourse  through  marsh:  Substitution  of  eanal:  Maintenance:  Con- 
tract   See  Appeal,  15,  19. 

&  The  evidence  in  this  case  is  held  to  sustain  findings  by  the  trial  court 
of  the  facts  showing  the  existence  of  a  watercourse  through  a 
marsh,  within  the  former  decision  (84  Wis.  438).  WiNSLOW  and 
PiNNEY,  JJ.,  dissent     Case  v,  Hoffman,  369 

6b  Defendants*  grantors  dug  a  ditch  or  oanal  across  plaintiff's  land 
without  his  consent,  which  became  a  substitute  for  a  natural 
watercourse,  and  diverted  from  such  land  a  great  amount  of  water 
which  naturally  came  thereta  In  times  of  nigh  water  large  quan- 
tities of  logs  arid  debris  escaped  from  the  canal  and  were  deposited 
upon  plaintiff^s  land.  Plaintiff  made  a  claim  for  damages,  and 
then  entered  into  a  parol  agreement  vrith  said  grantors  by  which 
he  agreed  to  permit  the  canal  to  remain  as  constructed  and  to 
forego  his  claim  for  damages,  and  they  agreed  to  build  a  lateral 
waste-water  ditch  from  which  plaintiff  was  to  receive  so  much 
water  as  was  reasonably  necessary  for  cranberry  culture  om  his 
land;  and  the  lateral  ditch  was  build  accordingl^r.  Held,  that  as 
between  the  parties  thereto  this  was  a  valid  and  binding  contract, 
enforceable  in  equity.  Ibid. 

7.  The  location  of  the  canal  and  plaintiff's  open  enjoyment  of  the 
rights  and  privileges  appurtenant  thereto  at  the  time  when  de- 
fendants acquired  their  grantors'  interests  therein  was  notice  to 
defendants  of  his  rights,  and  they  were  also  chargeable  with  no- 
tice that  the  waters  of  a  natural  stream  had  been  diverted  and 
could  not  be  restored  to  their  former  ooursa  Their  rights  under 
such  purchase  were  therefore  subject  to  the  duties  and  obligations 
imposed  upon  their  grantors,  so  far  as  the  same  were  disclosed  by 
the  situation,  and  they  had  no  right  to  alter  the  conditions,  bv 
changing  the  location  and  course  of  the  ditch  above  plaintiff's  land, 
so  as  to  divert  the  flow  of  water  entirelv  therefrom.  WmsLOW  and 
PiNNET,  JJ.,  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  parol  oontraot  with  de- 
fendants' grantors  did  not  fasten  a  perpetual  servitude  upon  their 
lands,  in  whosesoever  hands  they  might  come,  to  furnish  water  to 
the  plaintiff  through  the  artificial  canal  Ibid. 

&  The  canal  having  become  a  substitute  for  a  natural  watercourse,  and 
the  plaintiff  being  entitled  to  receive  therefrom  so  much  vrater  as 
was  reasonably  necessary  for  cranberry  culture  on  his  land,  defend- 
ants should  be  required  to  restore  the  canal  to  the  condition  in 
which  it  was  before  their  unlawful  interference  with  it,  and  be  re- 
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strained  from  divertiiiR  water  from  the  oanal  or  leeaening  its  flow, 
and  should  be  reqnired  also  to  build  a  bulkhead  to  hold  back  the 
'  water  to  which  plaintiff  was  entitled,  made  neceasarj  by  their  use 
of  the  water  below  plaintiff's  land,  and  to  maintain  such  bulkhead 
so  long  as  they  contmued  such  use  of  the  water.  Ibid. 

9.  But,  the  delivery  of  water  to  plaintiff  through  the  canal  instead  of 
as  it  came  in  a  state  of  nature  being  an  advantage  to  him,  and 
there  being  nothing  in  his  contract  with  defendante'  grantors  re- 
quiring them  to  maintain  the  canal  perpetually,  and  it  not  appear- 
ing that  defendants  are  the  owners  of  Skll  the  lands  through  which 
the  canal  passes  before  reaching  plaintiff's  land,  and  the  ten  years 
having  expired  during  which,  under  the  franchise  acquired  from 
their  grantors  (ch.  271,  Laws  of  1883),  defendants  haa  power  to 
handle,  own,  and  control  the  canal,  defendants  cannot  be  charged 
with  any  obligation  to  maintain  the  canal  above  plaintiff's  land; 
and,  in  case  defendants  should  abandon  their  privileges  and  their 
use  of  the  water  in  the  canal  below  plaintiff's  land,  they  should  be 
freed  from  any  obligation  to  maintain  the  canal  at  any  point.    Ibid. 

10.  An  agreement  by  defendants,  in  the  instrument  of  assignment  by 
which  they  acquired  their  grantors'  rights  and  franchises  in  respect 
to  the  canal,  to  keep  and  maintain  the  canal  in  proper  repair,  was 
a  covenant  personal  to  said  grantors  and  cannot  oe  invoked  in 
favor  of  plaintiff  to  compel  the  perpetual  maintenance  of  the  canal 
by  defendants.  Ibid. 

WILLS. 

Action  for  construction  in  circuit  court.    See  Coxjets,  8. 

1.  A  written  obligation,  b^  which  a  husband  agreed  that  a  sum  of 

money  received  from  his  wife  should  be  repaid  to  her  at  his  death 
or  at  any  time  prior  thereto  on  demand  by  her,  was  bv  the  will  of 
the  wife  given  to  her  sister  with  a  direction  that  the  latter  should 
not  enforce  payment  of  the  same  during  the  husband's  lifetime, 
except  so  far  as  to  require  annual  payment  thereon  to  prevenj^  the 
running  of  the  statute  of  limitations.  The  will  also  ^ve  to  the 
sister  all  promissory  notes  held  by  the  testatrix,  but  directed  that 
the  sister  should  not  enforce  payment  from  the  husband  on  any 
notes  executed  by  him  to  the  testatrix,  except  payment  of  sufficient 
thereof  to  prevent  the  running  of  the  statute  of  limitations  thereon, 
and  that  said  notes  and  the  obligation  above  mentioned  should  be 
presented  as  a  claim  against  his  estate  after  his  death;  and  it  was 
stated  that  the  object  of  the  testatrix  was  in  part  to  shield  her  hus- 
band from  being  harassed  or  embarrassed  by  said  notes  and  obliga- 
tion during  his  lifetime.  Heldy  that  the  legatee  might  maintain 
-an  equitable  action  in  the  circuit  court  for  tne  construction  of  the 
will  and  for  general  relief,  in  which  the  court  might  determine 
what  payments,  if  an^^,  should  be  required  to  prevent  the  running 
of  the  statute  of  limitations,  and  might  enforce  such  payments, 
and  give  such  other  directions  as  might  be  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  the  wilL    Miller  v,  ifrane,  1 

Revocation  of  devise:  Land  contract. 

2,  Under  sec.  2278,  R  S.  1878  (providing  that  eveir  devise  of  land  shall 

be  construed  to  convey  all  the  estate  of  the  aevisor  therein,  unless 
it  shall  clearly  appear  b^  the  will  that  he  intended  to  convey  a  less 
estate),  a  devise  of  certain  land  was  not  revoked  by  the  subseq^uent 
making  of  a  contract  for  its  sale  bv  the  testator,  upon  which  a 
nominal  sum  only  was  paid,  where  there  is  nothing  to  indicate  an 
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intention  to  revoke  the  devise,  and,  though  it  seems  evident  that 
the  testator  did  not  intend  to  die  intestate  as  to  any  of  his  property, 
yet  that  would  be  the  result  of  a  revocation  of  the  devise,  there 
being  no  residuary  clause  in  the  will    Estate  of  Lefebvre,  ld2 

Condition  precedent  to  venting  of  legacy. 

3.  A  testator  beaueathed  a  suih  of  money  to  his  executor,  as  trustee,  for 

the  use  and  oeneflt  of  a  nephew,  C,  upon  the  limitation  and  condi- 
tion that  it  should  be  kept  invested  until  C  reached  the  age  of 
thirty  years,  at  which  time  if  said  trustee  deemed  C.  competent  to 
care  for  and  make  proper  use  of  said  sum  he. was  to  pay  it  over  to 
him;  but  if  for  any  reason  said  trustee  should  then  be  of  opinion 
that  C.  would  not  prudently  and  properly  use  and  manage  said 
sum,  and  that  it  could  not  safely  be  intrusted  to  him,  he  was  not  to 
be  entitled  thereto,  and  the  money  was  bequeathed  to  the  surviving 
children  of  a  brother  and  sister.  The  testator  did  not  die  until 
eleven  months  after  C.  became  thirty  years  of  age.  Heldt  that  the 
trustee  had  no  right  to  determine  U.'s  fitness  or  unfitness  to  take 
the  bequest  Cassoday,  C.  J.,  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  trustee  had 
such  right    Stark  v.  Conde,  63$ 

4.  In  such  case,  a  determination  by  the  trustee  upon  the  question  of 

C.*s  fitness  to  manage  and  care  for  the  money  thus  bequeathed  to 
him  when  the  latter  became  thirty  years  of  age  was  a  condition 
precedent  to  the  vesting  of  the  legacy;  and,  performance  having 
become  impossible  by  reason  of  the  expiration  of  the  time  limited 

Firior  to  the  death  of  the  testator,  the  bequest  failed,  and  the  trust 
und  passed  to  the  residuary  legatee  under  a  residuary  clause  in 
the  will  Itnd, 

Who  are  included  in  term  ''chUdren," 

6.  The  word  "  children  "  in  a  will  may  be  construed  to  include  grand- 
children, stepchildren,  illegitimate  children,  or  descendants,  how- 
ever remote,  where  there  are  no  immediate  children  to  whom  the 
term  can  apply,  or  where  it  is  manifest  from  other  words  in  the 
will  that  it  was  used  in  the  broad  sense  of  issue  or  descendants. 
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6.  A  will  divided  the  property  of  the  testatrix  into  twelve  equal  parts, 

giving  one  part  to  each  of  her  five  brothers  and  sisters  then  uving 
and  one  to  the  children  of  each  of  her  seven  brothers  and  sisters 
then  dead.  It  provided  in  effect  that  if  either  of  the  brothers  or 
sisters  then  livmg  should  die  during  her  lifetime,  leavine  lawful 
issue,  his  or  her  share  should  be  divided  among  his  or  her  cnildren, 
and  in  case  of  such  death  without  issue  the  share  should  be  equally 
divided  among  the  surviving  brothers  or  sisters;  the  surviving  child 
or  children  of  either  of  the  brothers  or  sisters  to  represent  the  share 
that  party  would  receive  had  they  survived  the  testatrix.  It  then 
directed  that "  the  money  which  try  the  foregoing  distribution  would 
go  "  to  a  grandson  of  one  of  the  deceased  brothers  should  be  paid  to 
his  father  in  trust  for  him.  Held,  that  the  term  **  children,''  as  used, 
included  descendants  in  the  direct  lines  from  the  brothers  and 
sisters,  it  being  the  intention  of  the  testatrix  that  each  of  the  shares 
be<][ueathed  to  the  children  of  deceased  brothers  and  sisters  should 
go  m  the  line  of  descent  till  it  reached  a  resting  place,  however 
remote,  on  a  basis  of  absolute  equality  between  members  of  each 
class,  the  children  of  a  deceased  member  of  one  class  forming  a  new 
class  to  take  per  stirpes  the  share  of  such  deceased  member.    Itrid. 

7.  Although  our  statute  (sec.  2274,  R  S.  1878)  provides  that  an  illegiti- 

mate child  shall  take  as  heir  of  its  mother,  the  same  in  all  respects 
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as  a  lawful  child,  some  reasonable  evidence  that  such  was  the  tes- 
tator's intention  is  still  necessary  in  order  to  warrant  a  court  in 
holding  that  the  term  "  children/*  as  used  in  a  will,  includes  illegiti- 
matea  loid. 

Witnesses.    See  Court  and  Jury.    Evidence,  1,  5.    Instructions  to 
Jury,  2.    Practice. 

Words  and  Phrases. 

Amount  involved,  in  statute.    See  Appeal,  1,  2. 

Aftsociation  of  railroad  companies,  in  statute.    See  Railroads,  4 

Children,  in  will.    See  Wills,  5-7. 

Common  council  of  every  city,  in  statute.    See  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions, 8. 

Common  or  general  interest  to  mxiny  persona,  in  statute.    See  Par- 
ties. 2. 
-  Consolidation  or  confederation  of  railroad  companies,  in  statute.    See 
Railroads,  4 

FvM  extent  and  capacity  of  bulkhead,  in  deed    See  Mills  and  Mill- 
Dams,  (2). 

Immediate  notice,  in  policy.    See  Insurance,  14 

Indebtedness,  in  constitution.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  1&-21. 

Intent  to  kill,  in  statute.    See  Criminal  Law,  1. 
•  Navigable.    See  Waters,  1. 

So  numerous,  etc.,  in  statute.    See  Parties,  2. 

Obligation  of  contracts,  in  constitution.    See  Constitutional  Law. 

Officer,    See  Common  Schools. 

Any  other  labor,  in  contract.    See  Master  and  Servant,  2. 

Beginning  at  &  point  on  Lake  Superior,  in  statute.    See  Railroads,  3. 

Premeditated  design  to  effect  death,  in  statute.    See  Criminal  Law,  1. 

Recourse  to  collaterals,  in  note.    See  Pledges,  1. 

Term  of  this  lease,  in  lease.    See  Landlord  and  Tenant,  4 

Unlawful  act,  in  statuta    See  Criminal  Law,  14 

Violation  of  law,  in  policy.    See  Insurance,  4 

Void,  in  statute.    S^  Counties,  2.    Statutes,  1. 

Wholesaler  of  liquors,  in  by-law  of  benefit  society.    See  Insurance,  11. 

Writ. 
Of  attachment.    See  Attachment. 
Of  certiorari.    See  Certiorarl 
Of  mandamuA    See  Mandamu& 


5703    009 


r 


HARVARD  I  ^17  MBRARY 


•m"^ 


T\ 


